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-retionary power to direct what portion of a | 
torment abould be printed, and what should not. 


js he desired to put an end to debate upon this || 


subject, that the House might proceed to the | 


transaction of necessary business, he asked for || 


vious question. 

to WHITE rose to a point of order. 
sted that there was no necessity for a récon- 
sideration. It was the duty of the Speaker to 
direct that all papers should be excluded from | 
rinting Which were not specifically ordered to 

inted. 
hedemand for the previous questions was séc- 
onded, and the main question ordered to be now 
‘The question of reconsideration was decided in | 
the affirmative. 

On motion of Mr. CRANSTON, the paper | 
appended to the resolutions was withdrawn. 

he question then being on laying the resolu- 
tions on the table, and ordering them to be printed, | 
a division of the question was called for; and 
being first taken on laying on the table, was de- 
cided in the affirmative. 

On ordering the printing, Mr. PAYNE called 
for the previous question; which was seconded; 
and the main question ordered. 

The yeas and nays were demandcd, and or- 
dered; arid being taken, resulted—yeas 147, nays 
20. 

So the printing was ordered. 

When Mr. Paynr’s name was called, he said, if 
jtwas on the motion to print the mutilated paper, 
he would vote *‘no.’”’ 

Mr. BURE then presented the protest of the 
ninority of the Legislature of Rhode Island against 
the protest and declaration of the majority of said 
Legislature. 

After much irregular discussion, and various ob- 
jections from Messrs. BARNARD, SCHENCK, 
and others, and statements of various points of 
order, the previous question was moved. 

Mr. SCHENCK called for tellers. 

Mr. DELLET called for the yeas and nays; 
but they were not then in order. 

Messrs. Winturopand Bexser were appointed 
tellers; and they reported—ayes 76, noes 60. 

There was accordingly a second. 

Mr. BARNARD called for the reading of the 
protest, and much irregular debate ensued; which 
a by the House assenting to the 
reading. 

The Clerk read it accordingly. 

Mr. BARRINGER inquired whether the pro- 
test was addressed to this House. 

Mr. BARNARD observed that he believed it 
was addressed w the Legislature of Rhode Island, 
and not received, because it was considered dis- 
respectful, 

Mr. WINTHROP said he hoped the gentle- 
man from New Hampshire would have leave to 
withdraw the paper. 

_ Mr. BURKE: said he had presented it with no 
intention to impose upon the House. He had 
stated what it was. 

The main question was ordered to be now put— 
being to lay the communication on the table, and 
order the printing. 

Mr. COLLAMER called for a division of the 


He 





lable, was decided in the affirmative. 

On the motion to print, the yeas and nays were 
demanded and ordered; and being taken, re- 
sulted—yeas 96, nays 75. 


ARMY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. STETSON gave notice of his intention to 
move a reconsideration of the vote by which the 
Army appropriation bill was passed, in order to 
obtain a reconsideration of the vote by which the 
amendment offered by the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky [Mr. Boyn] wae rejected. 

Ms. TIBBAT?T'S made some observations in 

Vor of the reconsideration. 

ine pene and nays were then called for, and 
ordered, on the motiqn to reconsider, and re- 
sulted—yeas 78, nays 67. 
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| further purpose of repairing the present buildings, and erect- | 


| no necessity, he thought, for prescribing what | 


| sent some memorials from the city of Baltimore. 


| could present his petitions, without bringing them || 
| before the House. 
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The question then recurred on the engrossment | 
of the bill. 

Mr. STETSON then moved a reconsideration 
of the vote by which. the amendment in relation 
to the military post at Newport, in Kentucky, 
was rejected. 

The amendment is as follows: 


And be it further enacted, That the Secretary of Warbe, | 


Fond du Lac county ; which was referred tothe Committee 
on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. McCONNELL: The petition of Ezekiel Mat- 
thews and numerous other citizens, praying Congress to 
| permit him to enter two islands in the Coosa river, below 

Collins’s Ferry, in the State of Alabama. 

Also, the petition of sundry citizens of Benton county, 
Alabama, praying the establishment of a mail route; whieh 
! 


geen 


was referred to the Committee on the Post Office and Post 
Roads. 

By Mr. HERRICK : The petition of David Towle, of the 
State of Maine, for a pension; which was retérred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. STEWART, of Pennsylvania: Five memorials, 
signed by many citizens of Pennsylvania, remoustrating 
against any change in the tariff of 1842, and especially dep- 
reeating the passage of the biil lately reported bythe Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means. , 

By Mr. WRIGHT, of New Jersey: The memorial of 
Wiiliam Shugard and one bundred and sixty others, eiti- 


in the name of the United States,so much ground, not ex- | 
ceeding two acres, at and adjoining the barracks at New- 
port, in the State of Kentucky, as he may deem necessary 
for the convenience and safety of said post. 

And be it further enacted, That the sum of $15,500 be 
appropriated for the purchase of said ground, and for the 


ing any others that may be neeessary at said post: Pro- || 
Fy en - ; 
vided, That the sum appropriated for the purchase of the |) ,,,6 oF ice , Ny ty ; 

“ A zens of the South Ward of Newark, New Jersey, protestin 
additional ground shall not exceed the sum of $5,500 forthe |) soainst ney tataiionionad with the exioting wtf law One 
whole of the two acres proposed to be purchased; and if || © Al ‘ ‘ , vb : 

; s ; so, the memorial of Jabez D. Kilburn and seventy-for 
the title cannot be obtained fur all of said ground, then he F 4 =e 


| others, citizens of South Orange, New Jersey, protesting 
miy purchase lots number 4, 5, 6, 32, and 33, at a sum not || aoainst any alteration in the existing tariff law. 
exceeding $4,900. : 


Also, the memorial of David Morehouse and sixty-six 
Mr. HARALSON advocated the adoption of others, citizens of Livingston, Essex county, New Jersey, 
the amendment, explaining the reasons wiich had 


| protesting against any alteration of the tariff law of 1842. 
{ ’ \ “8 ; By Mr. PRATT: The petition of a large number of in- 
influenced the Committee on Military Affairs to 
recommend the appropriation. 





particular lots should be purchased. | 

The adoption of the amendment was also advo- 
cated by Mr. HAMLIN. 

The debate was further continued by Mr. HAR- 

_ALSON. 

Mr. HALE moved the previous question; and 
it was sustained by the House. 

The question then recurred on reconsidering | 
the vote by which the amendment of the gentle- |, 
man from nonin was rejected; and it was again || 
negatived—68 voting in the affirmative, and 74 in || 
the negative. | 

The bill was then again ordered to be engrossed | 


habitants of the town of Stuyvesant, Columbia county, 
New York, for a reduction on the present rate of postage 
The subject was debated by Messrs. VANCE a a and other papers, and modifying the franking 
y : : “ || privilege. 
and CLINGMAN in o position to the amend- , Alsoe the petition of E. Weeks and forty-seven others, 
ment, and Mr. TIBBATTS in its favor. | for the establishment of a post route from Canaan post 
Mr. DROMGOOLE was opposed to the intro- || office » es — oo Four Corners 
. . + os . »st Office, in Columbia county, New York. 

duction of this appropriation in the manner pro- || P°},'Mr. ‘PHOMPSON:: The petition of Wade Blassing- 
posed. Ifthe purchase of land for military pur- || nam, of the State of Mississipp!, praying to be allowed fo 
poses was requisite, authority ought to be given || ——s qenny st waapprepenied _~ " Se 
. * : Thora || land district in liew of a tract entered by him throngh mis+ 
to the 0s. 00h officer by a separate bill. There was take; which was referred to the Committee on Public 
| Lands. ° 
| By Mr. RELFE: The petition of William M. Newberry 
and others, citizens of Madison county, asking Congress to 
establish a post route to Springfield, Missouri; whieh was 
referred to the Committee on the Post Office and Post 

Roads. 
By Mr. SLIDELL: The petition of Joseph Walker and 
others, fir a confirmation of certain land tities; which was 
referred tie Committee on Private Land Claims. . 








IN SENATE. 
Wepnespay, April 17, 1844. 

On motion of Mr. PHELPS, the vote of the 
Senate concurring in the adverse report of the 
for a third reading, and was read the third time, |, Committee on Claims in the case of George Hur- 
and passed. _rison was, by unanimous consent, reconsidered, 

Mr. McKAY called for the orders of the day. || PETITIONS, ETC. 


Mr. KENNEDY, of Maryland, desired to pre- Mr. WOODBRIDGE presented a petition from 
| William J. Moody, a soldier in the last war, 
| praying an increase of pension; which was re- 
| ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 


ehanges 


Objections were made, and the gentleman was 
informed that there was a rule under which he 








| Mr. TAPPAN presented a memorial from the 

ee , | Mayor and City Council, of Cleveland, Ohio, 

_Mr. KENNEDY, of Maryiand, said he de- praying the construction of a marine hospital at 

sired to move the printing of the memorials, and || th 9; place; which was referred to the Committee 
that could only be done by a motion in the House. |) 4, Commerce. 

He moved a,suspension of the rules to give him || ajgo, a petition from David Eggleston and 

the opportunity to make his motion; but the Thomas Hawkins, praying reimbursement of the 

House refused to suspend. || money paid by them for certain public lands, the 

| Mr. TIBBATTS inquired if the morning hour || gitries of which were rejected by the Commis- 

had expired. [It was now four o’tlock.] || sioner of the General Land Office; which was re- 

Mr. HALE replied that the morning hour had |) ¢. 64 to the Committee on Public Lands. 
not yet begun, | Laughter. ] ) Mr. BUCHANAN presented a memorial from 

Mr. TIBRATTS moved that the House take up |) sh Pennsylvania Society for Promoting the Ab- 
the bill for the improvement of certain harbors | olition of Slavery, strongly remonstrating against 
and rivers. ' , ._ || the ratification of any treaty for the annexation 

Mr. McKAY said that motion would require || oF ‘Texas to the United States. The principal 
a vote of two thirds, and he hoped the gentleman || ground on which this society (which was estab- 
would withdraw it, that they might proceed to ‘lished by Dr. Franklin) opposes the annexation 
the orders of the day. | is, that it would extend slavery beyond the pres- 

Mr. VANCE moved that the House do now | ent limits in which it now exists. 
adjourn. | The memorial was referred to the Committee 

The yeas and nays were called for, and ordered || on Foreign Relations, and ordered to be printed. 
on that motion; and, being taken, resulted— | Mr. CRITTENDEN re-presented to the Sen- 
yeas 88, nays 73. j ate certain documents which were lately with- 

The House then adjourned. drawn from the files, touching the claim of Balie 

| Peyton, for the payment of the award of certain 

The following petitions, presented to day, were handed || arbitrators. 
to the reporters by the members presenting them : j : 

By Mr. DODGE, of Wisconsin: The petition of one | REPORTS yROM COMMITTEES. . 
hundred and twenty citizens of the Territory of Wisconsin, On motion of Mr. EVANS, the Committee on 
ee — en ee Finance was discharged from the further sonal 
seat of government for the Territory 0 onsin, Vv un . * 8 : an 
Prairie, in Dade county, Columbus, in Portage county, to || ¢ration oe petition of acaee Snoee for 
Beaver, in Dodge county, and from thence to Waupon, in || Hardin Bigelow, praying in 
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April 17, 


= -_— = . ee —— 
losses sustained by them by the detention of a toindividuals. The Delegate from that Territory || which existed under the head of improve ate object 
quantity of railroad iron by the collector of the || in the other House desires that the appropriation, || and repairs, &c., which grew out of the fart = eo cint 
customs at Cincinnati, Cleveland, and St. Louis; | which he (Mr. C.) understood was inadequate to || the appropriation under this head had bee - M FO 
and leave was granted to the petitioners to with- | the payment of all the claims, should be applied |} hausted in the disbursements made jn oy a : iding t 
draw their petition, | to satisfy individual claims first. It was just, be- || mencement of the year. This was the — a" mn 

Mr. EVANS also, from the same committee, || cause the territorial government procured the sup- || condition of the case. What wasnow ashen fifth se 
made an adverse report on the petition of William || plies (which constitute the claims) from those || not to appropriate any additional fund out Ne rc 


oT ” . . eas ; ech 3, 1825 
D. Ross, praying the remission of duty on certain | individuals for the support of the troops. Treasury, but to allow the proceeds whichen” — 





























| 
| 
scrap iron imported into New York from Can- || The amendment was agreed to; and the resolu- | from the sale of the naval stores referred to ae _— ie 
ada; which was ordered to lie on the table, and || tion was ordered to be read a third time. | disposed of as recommended by the Secretary of ena it €3 
be printed, ite the Navy. It was true the Secretary sai ice Pres 
Nir. MILLER, from the Committee on the Dis- | NAVAL APPROPRIATIONS. || doubted hates the amount was sefiein Unites 
triet of Columbia, made an adverse report, which || Mr. BAYARD, from the Committee on Naval | the purpose; but he asked for nothing more a the Vali a. 
was ordered to be printed, on the petition of Wil- || Affairs,reported back,withoutamendment, House || must rely upon proper care and economy to rake : ‘anromney 
lim Easby, praying to be indemnified for losses || bill making appropriation of certain moneys in the || it adequate. pan act ¢ 
under a contract for supplying cement for build- 1 Treasury for the naval service. : The bill was then reported to the Senate; ang Govern : 
ing a bridge over Pennsylvania avenue, at Second } On motion of Mr. BAYARD, the previous || having been read the third time, and the questiog ee fo 
street west. | orders of the day were postponed, and the Senate || then being, ‘‘ Shall it pass?”’ ontrary not 
On motion of Mr. JARNAGIN, the Commit- |! took up for consideration, as in Committee of the Mr. HAYWOOD said he was opposed to the cases wh 
tee on Pensions was discharged from the further Whole, the above bill. oa. : bill. He held that, when the legislative branch amare 
consideration of the petition of Patience Brown, | Mr. BAYARD said that this bill was intended || of the Government appropriated a sum of mone ae anert 
the widow of Samuel Brown, a revolutionary sol- || to supply the place of the act passed by Congress || for a particular purpose, to be expended by the wes, 10 DE | 
dier, praying for the continuation of the pension || some time since, authorizing the transfer of cer- || Executive, the Executive who exceeded the ap. postansaster y| 
which expired on the 4th March last. This falls || tain appropriations. The limitations attached to || propriation so made exceeded his authority; ne ont 
within the provisions of a bill reported. | that act were such as to render it inadequate to || it was to him a matter of no sort of consequence Mr. MI 
Also, from the same committee, made adverse || the purpose for which it was designed. The Pres- || if that officer applied more money than was ¢e. decision @ 
reports, which were ordered to be printed, on the || ident communicated this fact to Congress by a || signed to the object for which the appropriation gest that t 
petition of Charles Hughes, a soldier of the Rev- || special message, and —— that there was in || was made, whether it was done from good or bad be wholly 
olution, fora pension; and the petition of William || the Treasury the sum of $116,922 79, resulting | intention; and when application was made fo, be withdr 
Keller, for increase and-arrears of pension. || from the sale of condemned naval stores, which | additional appropriation to satisfy contracts made stipulate ¢ 
Mr. WOODBURY, from the Committee on || might be appropriated for the purpose of meeting || by the Executive over and beyond the authority of the de 
Claims, made an adverse report on the petition of |, the demands under the head of improvement and | with which he was clothed, and passed by this Mr. FC 
Lyon & Howard, praying the payment of a bal- || repairs, in order to meet which the authority was || Senate, it amounted to a palpable legislative rat. serve and 
ance due them under a contract with the United || asked and granted to make transfers from other |! ification of abuses. If the Navy Department was out the ¢¢ 
States for the construction of a steam dredging || heads of appropriation, but was granted with such || obliged, under necessity of circumstances, to ex. least two 
‘machine; which was ordered to lie on the table, || limitations as to prevent its exercise. In conse- || ceed the appropriations, and to enter intocontracis kept by r 
and be printed, | quence of the President’s message, the bill now || with citizens, there wasa proper remedy for those sent to b 
Mr. WOODBRIDGE, from the Committee on || under consideration was introduced in the House || with whom any contract may have been made, privilege 
Commerce, reported a bill for the relief of Noah | of Representatives, passed there,and wasreferred, || The remedy was, for such contractors to make continue 
Miller; which was read, and ordered to a second || in this body, to the Committee on Naval Affairs. || application to Congress for pay. If they could He woul 
reading, and the bill accompanying it tobe printed. || He desired to say, however, by the direction |} make out a case, it was then competent for Con- suspend 
Mr. FOSTER, from the Committee on Claims, || of the committee, that, in recommending the pas- || gress to grant relief; not, however, by force of the Post 
reported a bill for the relief of William M. C. |, sage of this bill,they did not mean to sanction the || any contract made by the executive Officers, Mr. B 
Euston; which was read, and ordered to a second || views and reasoning of the President’s message. || without authority of law, but because the citizen would hi 
reading. | In the opinion of the committee, the right to sell || who may have done a service for the Government man of t 
: Mr. HENDERSON, from the Committee on | the property of the United States, under the cir- | should not be made an innocent sufferer by the vious th 
“ Public Land Claims, reported back, without | cumstances of the case, was an assumption on the | illegal act of an officer of the Government. If consiste! 
sf amendment, and with a recommendation that it | part of the Executive which had no better found- | Congress ratify such conduct of the Departments, duction 
is do pass; the bill from the House for the benefit of | ation than the usage of the Department. But, the || there never would be any correction of executive Mr. E 
i James Anderson, of the Territory of lowa. sale having been made, the committee do not en- || abuses. To prevent an abuse, the heads of those system | 
¢ PENSION BILL. || tertain a doubt that the proceeds were properly | Departments were, by provision of law, prohib- frank a 
a oe oe ; ; |, paid intothe Treasury of the United States. These || ited from making transfers of appropriations. postage 
1. ie Mr. EVANS, from the Committee on Pensions, || sales were made early in the year in the cities of || That provision of law would be nugatory, if the the mail 
“7a t to whom was recommitted the bill making appro- || Boston, New York, Washington, Pensacola, &e., || illegal conduct in this case was ratified; and by it lege, he 
ie priations for the payment of revolutionary and |) embracing a great variety of property, provisions, || a greater abuse would be sanctioned than the pre- yond th 
(oe 2 other pensions, for the fiscal year ending June || naval stores, old co »per, old iron, &c., and the || vicus law was intended to correct. in favo 
= 30, 1845, which had been returned from the House |! proceeds were slanen in the Treasury. The Sec- The question was then put; and the bill was membel 
: i .% with certain amendments to the amendments of | retary of the Treasury, very properly, would not || passed. Congre 
‘ in. the Senate, reported . back with a recommenda- || suffer the amount to be withdrawn without a spe- iii aliens ceca amnetie ‘ieaiatiaei the pri 
es tion that the Senate do concur with the amend- |) ciallaw. The appropriation of the amount is the . opm , speeche 
: ments of the House. : | object of the bill now under consideration. The The bill to reduce the rates of postage, to limit inform: 
“| On motion of Mr. EV ANS, the previous orders necessity for the passage of the bill will ap ear the use and correct the abuse of the franking priv- withhe 
t 1%. | = day ae —— _ me bill was then | from the letter of the Secretary of the Navy whieh ilege, and for the prevention of frauds on the lege, hi 
it .% —e agg ered, and the amendments || he would read, addressed to the chairman of the || revenues of the Post Office Departngent, was taken But he 
ie ? a } Committee on Naval Affairs of the House of Rep- || up, as in Committee of the Whole; the question the bil 
ee BILL INTRODUCED. | resentatives, and dated the 11th of this month, || pending being on Mr. Wricur’s motion tostrike very 8 
. a a Mr. CRITTENDEN, on leave, introduced a || The Secretary was called upon to state what were || out the ninth section which relates to the substi- a 
‘m2 bill to provide for defending the interests of the the exigencies upon which this appropriation || tution of a given number per day of free stamps ar 
m2 United States against claims to alleged grants of |, should be made: to members of Congress, in place of the present ished 
= * land in Florida; which was read twice, and referred Navy DeparTMENT, -4pril 11, 1844. privilege of franking their own letters. oo 
i. to the Judiciary Committee. | Sir: In reply to your communication of the 9th, upon Mr. ATHERTON moved to amend the section — 
if i. : | the subject of the appropriation for the “ increase, repair, before the question was put on striking it out. id No 
3 i | ARMY APPROPRIATION BILL. ercmenaeniaieees Siase tt tne Soames tener His were mee ave the old penne lim- _— 
i‘: * The bill from the House, making appropriations || that head is $4,605 79. iting the use of such free stamps to the duration 
: ‘st for the support of the Army be ae fiscal year || As say ueaeen Department is informed, there is wanted, of each session of Congress, a practice which pre- them, 
2 ending June 30, 1845, was read twice, and referred || & Pay bills of mature dates at the various agencies, the | vailed before the present extension of the whole ei 
oe to the Committee on Finance. \| et ee ee were contracted for |! year came into operation. He believed the latter air! 
‘— | eee eee ppled condition of this |) was an amendment ingrafted 6n an appropriation whole 
4a PAYMENT OF CLAIMS fund, of very long standing. Calls on the Department for || * ' 5 ppropt of th 
‘hie : Fs | their payment are almost daily made, and I would respect- bill. F 
ia} ‘ On motion of Mr. CRITTENDEN, the pre- |, alty urge an analy aetien on Se part of ‘the comenittons of Mr. MERRICK said he understood the object es 
§ ° oO 8 of C s e ect. » . : os ibn 
ie | vious orders of the day were postponed; and the || = ya ame Coo = roceed uniie oe hen of || t° be to confine the use ofthe meee ge, oul 
sy Senate took up for consideration, as in Committee || « increase,” &c., for the remainder of the current fiscaf™| through free stamps, to each session of Congress. 
a of the Whole, the joint resolution respecting the || year, cannot be determined with exactness, but the sum Mr. ATHERTON assented. Coe 
wae application of certain appropriations heretofore || ea by the bill (No. 188) will, I think, be insufficient. The whole of the ninth section was so amended om 
; : made. The question pending was an ¢mendment || i the month of February, $59,441 92 were issued; in || as to conform to the motion of Mr. ATHERTON. and | 
| ee reported by the Committee on Military Affairs | een, ee ee ee eer tem the tretaced a The question then recurred on the motion of cheer 
5 ; ; | paid about $40,000, which, deducted from the proposed ap q e (M 
i altering the phraseology of the resolution. | propriation, leaves some $76,000 for the repairs, &c., ot || the Senator from New York, to strike out the f ¢- 
4 . Mr. BUCHANAN called foran explanation of || vessels. in the months of April, May, and June. __ || ninth seetion, as amended. — 
i A eee DEN said th Q | saneen the honor to be, with great respect, your obedient || ir, WRIGHT observed@hat, in compliance a 
7 | r.C 2NDEN said the resolution made |, ie J. ¥. MASON. } with a desire of many Senators, and in vie 
1. no new appropriation, but merely established the | fon. Wruttam Parmenter, Chairman of the Committee || the intention of the Senator from Tennessee (Mr. — 
* order of payment of appropriations heretofore || ° Naval -dffairs, House of Representatives. Foster] to move a modification of the fifth sec- rien 
a made to satisfy claims, some of which were due | The biil for the next fiscal year had not yet been || tion, he would, with the permission of the Sen- Pre 
= to the territorial government of Florida, and others ! reported. This was to supply the deficiency || ate, for the present, withdraw his motion. et 
a 
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. No objection being offered, the motion to strike | offered by the Senator from Tennessee. He — that, in the neighborhood where a post office was 
at gat the ninth sectién was withdrawn. ’ | consented, with the greatest reluctance, in repOrt- || most desirable, some honest farmer would always 
7 Mr. FOSTER moved toamend the fifth section, || ing the bill, to preserve even so much of the || be found ready to fill the office, for the benefit of 
e py adding the following provision: | franking privilege as the eighth and ninth sec- | his neighbors, even without pay. 

it ‘provided always, That this repeal [the repeal proposed || ons contain. His own wish was, to give the The second branch of the amendment was 
. yy the fifth section of so much of the Post Office act of || cheap postage system a fair trial, which he was |/ rejected. 

e yarch 3, 1895, as confers the franking privilege) shall not || aware it could not have, unless all matter going Mr. WOODBURY moved toamend the eighth 


rend to members of Congress of either branch of the Le- 
vjature, to territorial Delegates, to the Secretary of the 

e Cate, OF to the Clerk of the House of Representatives ; 
f wor sitall it extend to the President of the United States, 
7 Vice President of the United States, all ex-Presidents 

of the United States, the widow of any ex-President of 


through the mail was made to bear its proportion 
| of the expense of keeping up the Post Office De- 
artment. His desire was that the details of the 


ill, in all endeavors to perfect it, should be sub- 
jected to the judgment and decision of the Senate 


section in the fifth line, by inserting after the word 
“receive,’’ the words ‘during each session of 
Congress.’’ He explained that the effect would 
be to restrict the reception of matter free of post- 






























; he United States, the Secretaries of State, of the Treas- | os : : age by members of Congress, and the officers of 
vw.of War, of the Navy, the Postmaster General, and || Upon mature consideration. But he wished to |/ both Houses, to the sessions of Congress, and 
; ihe Attomey General of the United States : Provided also, | impress upon the minds of Senators that the De- |} not to the whole year, thereby making the eighth 


tan act of Congress entitled “ An act authorizing the artment was i c ondition that it was im- 
res of the several States to transmnit by mail certain P in such a ¢ hat it was im 


jooks and documents,” approved the 30th June, 1834, shall | possible to stand still. Something must be done 
gait in foree, anything hereinbefore mentioned to the | for its relief. Some legislation must take place, 
contrary nove hetsading : sind prociinh porte, eae in || or the Department must become a charge upon the 
ases Where the annual compensation of any deputy || ' p , j ; 
mamastet does not amount to the sum of twenty-five dol- cree oo eae = ae a in the 
Pir, be shall be allowed, on the settlement of his account, || Tevenue of the Department last year o $250,000. 
uy sum or sums of money he may have expended in past- || In consequence of the increased activity of private 
ses, to be passed, upon due verification by such deputy || expenses, the falling off this year, it may be an- 
postinaster, in such manner and form as shall be prescribed | ticipated, will be much more alarming. The 
by te Postmaster General. Postmaster General states explicitly in his report 
. F 4 % - , 
Mr. MERRICK submitted the matter to the || that, unless something effectual is done by Con- 
decision of the Senate. He would merely sug- || gress, the usefulness of the Department must be 
gest that the latter clause of the amendment would || circumscribed by large reductions of the routes, 
be wholly impracticable,and he thoughtitshould || or the Department will become a serious charge 
be withdrawn; or it might be changed so as to |/ on the Treasury. He adverted to recent decisions 
stipulate a fixed and adequate pay for the services | of the judiciary against the Department and in 
of the -_ ostmasters. | favor of the private expresses, and quoted various 
s 


section correspond with the ninth, as amended 
by his colleague. 

Mr. HUNTINGTON, wishing to take this * 
opportunity of expressing his views on the merits 
of the bill, stated them at considerable length. 
He was for reducing the rates of postage, and for 
abating the franking privilege. He approved of 
the pending amendment, and would vote for it. 

The Secretary then read the eighth section as 
proposed to be amended by Mr. Woopserr; and 
the question being taken, the amendment was * 
adopted—ayes 19, noes 10. 

Mr. SEMPLE moved to amend the same sec- 
tion and same line, by inserting after the word 
‘*receive,’’ the words ‘‘and send.”’ The effect 
would be to allow members of Congress, and the 
officers of both Houses to send as well as re- 
ceive mail matter during each session of Con- 
gress. If the amendment was adopted, he would 
move to strike out the ninth section, 

Mr. BUCHANAN suggested that this was 
substantially the same proposition as that made 
by the Senator from Tennessee, and which was 
rejected. 

Mr. SEMPLE observed that, if such was the 
fact, he would withdraw his motion. 

The amendment was withdrawn. 

Mr. SEMPLE now, asa test of the sense of 
the Senate on the subject of the franking privi- 
lege to members of Corigress, moved to strike 
out the ninth section of the bill; and on this ques- 
tion he called for the yeas and nays; which were 
ordered. 

The question was then taken on this motion; 
and resulted—yeas 11], nays 23; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Atherton, Breese, Buchanan, Fairfield, 
Haywood, Henderson, Huger, McDuflic, Porter, Seaple, 
and Wright—l11. 

NAYS—Messrs. Allen, Archer, Atchison, Bagby, Bar- 
row, Bates, Bayard, Choate, Clayton, Evans, Poster, Pul- 
ton, Hannegan, Jarnagin, Merrick, Miller, Sevier, Sim- 
mons, Sturgeon, Upham, White, Woodbridge, and Wood- 
bury—23. 

Mr. BREESE moved to amend the first section 
of the bill in the tenth line, by inserting, after the 
words ‘‘for conveying the same,”’ the words 
‘‘ for all distances five cents, and no more;”’ and 
to make such alterations in the section as were 
rendered necessary by that amendment. He ex- 
plained that his object was to amend the bill in 
conformity with the instructions of the State Le- 
gislature of Illinois, so as to have a uniform rate 
of postage of five cents per half ounce for all dis- 
tances. He urged many arguments in favor of a 
low and uniform rate of pasciaan, of the abolition 
of the franking privilege, and of the establishment 
of the system of prepaying letters. He felt satis- 
fied that, by going at once to the root of the dis- 
ease, such a reform could be accomplished as 
would effectually resuscitate the revenues of the 
Department and give universal satisfaction to the 
people. Anything short of this would be wholly 
inadequate to effect such a reform as the public 
expected. With regard to the proposition he had 
moved, to reduce the rate to five cents per half 
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Mr. F R stated that his object was to pre- || newspaper paragraphs to show the excitement got 
serveand keep up the minor post offices through- || up against the General Post Office, and in favor of 
outthe country. It was very well known thatat || those expresses. Much has been said about pro- 
least two thirds of the country post offices are || ceeding in this matter without adequate knowl- | 
kept by respectable and worthy people, who con- | edge of the views of the head of the Post Office | 
sent to hold the office because of the franking || Department, and without his detailed review of 
privilege attached to it, and that they would not || the provisions of the bill. Now, he contended 
continue to hold itif paid in the ordinary manner. || that the views of that functionary were definitely 
He would, however, for the present, consent to || stated in his annual report of last session and the 
suspend the clause objected to by the chairman of || present session. With a view of showing this, 
the Post Office Committee. Ge read several passages from these two reports; 

Mr. BUCHANAN expected this amendment || and he maintained that, in most of the provisions 
would have met the decided hostility of the chair- || of the bill, an approximation was made, as nearly 
man of the Post Office Committee, for it was ob- || as it was possible, to the general views of the 
vious that, if it prevailed, the bill would not be || Postmaster General, although now he chooses to 
consistent with the principle upon which the re- || avow himself opposed to the bill. He trusted, 
duction of postage was founded, however, that he had shown that the committee 

Mr. B. showed that, under the penny postage || had not acted so much in the dark, and so blam- 
system in England, the Queen herself could not || ably, in the absence of the views of the Depart- 
frank a letter; for the very principle of the cheap || ment, as the Senators from North and South 
postage system was, to make everything sent by || Carolina had supposed. 
themail pay. With regard to the franking privi- Mr. FOSTER rose to put his amendment in a 
lege, he was opposed to any extension of it be- || proper shape. 
yond the proposition of the bill itself. He was {He fend tt with the last clause restored, as pre- 
in favor of sending free to the constituents of || viously stated. 
members of Congress the documents printed by Mr. SEMPLE suggested that, to carry out the 
Congress for distribution; but he had no idea that || amendment, some further amendments should be 
the privilege should be continued of franking || made in the fifth, sixth, and eighth sections. It 
speeches and political matter. If he thoughtany || appeared to him that the franking privilege ought 
information necessary for the people were to be || not to be abolished; but he believed some modifi- 
withheld by an abatement of the franking privi- || cation was necessary. 
legeyhe should be opposed to such abatement. | Mr. ATHERTON supposed, if the amendment 
But he did not think the abatement proposed by || of the Senator from Tennessee prevailed, the frank- 
the bill would prevent the dissemination of the || ing privilege to members of Congress would be 
very same amount of information to the people || left in force throughout the whole year. 
which was now available. They would receive Mr. FOSTER said that would, of course, be 
that information through the newspapers. If, for | the effect of his amendment, so far as it authorized 
instance, he had made a speech which was pub- | the retention of the privilege. 
lished in a newspaper, he could send his constit- Mr. ATHERTON observed that, prior to 1833, 
uents copies of that paper; and if his constituents |! the franking privilege was only extended to mem- 
did not think it worth while to pay a cent for his || bers of Congress during each session of Congress, 

speech, it would only prove that they did not || and for sixty days before and sixty days after. 
Want it—not that information was withheld from Mr. WOODBURY said it would be desirable 
them. The question now was, whether any ex- || that the Senator from Tennessee should divide the 
periment of the cheap postage system shall be || question. His amendment first related to heads 
fairly tried or not. If it was, it must be on the || of Departments, public officers, and members of 
whole principle. He considered the abolishing || Congress; and the rest to deputy postmasters. 











of the franking privilege as pe of the system The question was then taken on the first branch; |} ounce for all distances, he had acted in conform- 
proposed by the chairman of t 1e Post Office Com- || and it was rejected—ayes 10, noes 16. ity to the instructions of the Legislature of the 
mittee, To adopt the one without the other, The question then being on the second branch— || State of Illinois. His own sentiments were some- 





ron not be a fair test of the principle. He |) that relating to deputy postmasters, 
q.ped, therefore, the chairman of the Post Office Mr. ATCHISON observed that, so far as his 
ee would come out in support of his bill, || observation had extended throughout the West, 
an oppose this amendment. He would very || the country post offices were generally established 
‘ae vote with his friend from New York, || at cross roads, in little grocery stores, or stores 
ae Vnicut,] not only against this amendment, || of peddling wares, for the sole accommodation of 
a ‘or striking out the ninth section, so anxious |/ those dealers themselves, and not because it was 
ag to test the experiment fairly. — + any special advantage to the neighborhood. He 
a ws MERRICK felt himself really in a very || therefore imagined that the effect of substituting 
ae eee predicament—called on by some of his || a small salary for the franking privilege would not 
sone to do one thing, and by the others to do || be to alter the number of small post offices, but 
—— whilst not a few opposed his bill alto- || to change the postmasters. The change in most 
ether. He was opposed to the amendment now || instances would be salutary, for it would be found 


what different. He believed a reduction ought to 
be made to two cents, and that it would be a more 
productive rate than any other that could be 
adopted. 

r. McDUFFIE renewed his motion to post- 
pone indefinitely the bill; for he was satisfied no 
good could result from it, in the absence of pee 
information on the subject. He gave notice that 
he would not withdraw his motion. 

On the question of indefinite postponement a 
brief discussion ensued, in which Messrs. FOS- 
TER, MERRICK, ATCHISON, BREESE, 
McDUFFIE, ALLEN, and PORTER, took part. 
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Mr. McDUFFILE, on condition that the vote 


on his motion would be taken this evening, con- 
sented to withdraw it for the present. 

The motion to postpone indefinitely was, by 
general assent, withdrawn, 

The question then recurred on Mr. Breese’s 


distances five cents; and on this question the yeas 
and nays were called for, and ordered. 

Mr. SIMMONS expressed it as his opinion 
that the proposed reduction would increase very 
considerably the revenue of the Department. 

Mr, MERRICK said it subverted all the cal- 
culations of the Post Office Committee, and was 
an experiment pregnant with danger, He hoped 
the amendment would not prevail, 

Mr. ALLEN made a short explanation in re- 
lation to what he had said on the question of post- 
ponement. 

Mr. BUCHANAN did not approve of the re- 
duction to the extent proposed by the amendment; 
for he feared the at a be to make the 
Department a burden upon the Treasury. He 
was willing to try the experiment proposed by 


« the bill, but not to go so far as the amendment 


proposed, 

The question was then taken by yeasand nays 
on Mr. Brerse’s amendment; and resulted—yeas 
6, nays 34; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Breese, Francis, Semple, Simmons, 
Walker, Woodbridge—6. 











ive rates he proposed. His proposition was: 
three cents for thirty miles; five cents for one hun- 


|| dred and eighty miles; ten cents for four hundred 
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motion to make th. uniform rate of postage for all | 
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miles; and for all greater distances, fifteen cents. 


might be, by making a single sheet subject to 
only single postage; and to accommodate those 


|| who write on thin, light paper, and send bank | 
| notes as inclosures, he would make one fourth of | 
an ounce chargeable with only single postage. | 
| The following was his amendment: 


That there shall be charged, in lieu of the rates of post- 


| age now established by jaw, the following rates, viz: for 


i 
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every single letter conveyed any distance under thirty miles, || 


three cents; for thirty and under one hundred and eighty 


| miles, five cents; over one hundred and eighty and under 


four hundred miles, ten cents; over four hundred miles, 
fifteen cents; and for a double letter, double these rates; 
and for a treble letter, treble these rates; and for a quad- 
ruple letter, quadruple these rates; and every parcel com- 
posed of one piece of paper, or which does not exceed one 
quarter of an ounce in weight, shall be considered a single 
Jetter; and every parcel composed of not more than two 
pieces of paper, or not exceeding one half ounce in weight, 
shall be deemed a double letter; and every parcel contain- 
ing not more than four pieces of paper, or not weighing 
over one ounce, shall be considered a quadruple letter ; 
and for every additional quarter of an ounce, beyond one 
ounce in weight, the additional postage of a single lelter 


| shall be added. 


NAYS—Messrs. Allen, Archer, Atchison, Atherton, | 


Bagby, Barrow, Bates, Bayard, Buchanan, Choate, Clay- 
ton, Voiquitt, Evans, Fairfield, Poster, Fulton, Hannegan, 


Haywood, Huger, Huntington, Jarnagin, McDuffie, Man- | 
um, Merrick, Miller, Morehead, Pearce, Porter, Sevier, | 


ppan, Uphain, White, Woodbury, and Wright—34. 
So the amendment was rejected. 


Mr. SEMPLE proceeded to amend the seventh 


| 


section, eighth line, by striking out the word | 


** packages.” 


He explained that the object was | 


to prevent packages of unlimited weight being | 


sent by mail. 


Mr. MERRICK explained that another section | 
of the bill provided that no package exceeding | 


three pounds should be sent by the mail. 
The amendment was rejected. 


Mr. HANNEGAN moved to amend the first | 
section of the bill by striking out from part of the | 
sixth to the end of the thirteenth line, and insert- 


ing the following: 
Upon every letter in manuscript, or paper of any kind, 


being a single sheet and not exceeding in weight one half 


ah ounce, by or upon which information shall be asked or 
communicated in writing, or by marks and signs, there shall 


be charged and collected for conveying the same any dis- | 
tance not exceeding one hundred and fifty miles, five cents; | 


and for any distance exceeding one hundred and fifty miles 


and not exceeding three hundred miles, ten cents; and for | 


any distance exceeding three hundred miles and not ex- 
eceding five hundred miles, fifteen cents; and for any 


distance exceeding five hundred miles, twenty cents. 


He explained that the object of making the 


distance for five cents one hundred and fifty miles, | 


was to putdown successfully the privateexpresses 
interfering with the revenue of the Department. 
Mr, MERRICK said the object of the commit- 
tee was not to place the Government ina position 
of aye ane | with private expresses; but to sat- 
isfy the public of the just intentions of the Gov- 
ernment, and thereby to carry public opinion with 


it, in its efforts to put down by law private ex- | 


resses. 


Mr. HANNEGAN explained that he was as | 


much in favor of putting down, with the high 
hand of the law, the violators of the Post Office 


rights, as the Post Office Committee possibly could 
be. 
illegal expresses, and all violators of the laws. 

he yeas and nays were called for on this | 
amendment, and ordered. 


He would go as far as any one to put down 


Mr. EVANS thought this a very important 


amendment, and therefore required some consid- | 
eration. He feared it proposed too great a reduc- 
tion in the lower rates of pos 

in the higher rates. He thou 
scale could be adopted whic 
more effectual than anything yet proposed. He || 


e, and not enough 
t some graduated 
would be much 


had prepared an amendment himself, and would 


suggest that it be read now, with a view that 
both it and that of the Senator from Indiana might 
be ordered to be printed, between this and to- 
It would be best, he thought, | 
in that cuse, at this late hour, to adjourn. 
stated the nature of his proposition, and the rea- 
sons which had induced him te select the respect- 


He 
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Mr. MERRICK objected, with regard to the 


| amendments of the Senators from Indiana and 


Maine, to the increase of the distance for the five 
cents rate, and to any lower rate than five cents 
for any distance. 

Mr. SEVIER was opposed to this interminable 
discussion. He wished to know when it was to 


be brought to an end. It was an obstruction to 
all other business, without making any progress 
itself. He hoped it would be brought to a close | 
one way or the other without further delay. 

On motion of Mr. FOSTER, the Senate then 
adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Wepnespar, -4pril 17, 1844. 


Mr. WELLER presented a memorial of a con- || 
vention of delegates, chosen by general election, | 
of the inhabitants of the city of Washington, for 
the purpose of revising the charter of said city, 
praying the adoption of ‘a bi'l to continue, alter, 
and amend, the charter of the city of Washing- 
ton,’’ prepared by said convention, and accom- 
panying the said memorial; which memorial was | 
aid on the table. 

Mr, ADAMS presented a memorial of sundry 
citizens of the United States, in attendance upon 
the meetings held in the city of Washington, in 
March last, for the promotion of science, praying 
for aid to enable the National Institute to pre- 
serve its collections, and extend its usefulness; 
which was referred to the Committee on the Li- 
brary. 

Mr. C. J. INGERSOLL called for the orders | 
of the day; which was agreed to, after a a 








conversation, in which several members took 


| part. 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 


The SPEAKER announced the orders of the 
day for the morning hour to be the call for re- 
ports from committees. 

Mr. McKAY, from the Committee of Ways 
and Means, to whom were referred the amend- 
ments of the Senate to the bill making appropria- 
tions for the current and contingent expenses of | 
the Indian department, and for fulfilling treaty | 
stipulations with the various Indian tribes, for the | 
fiscal year commencing on the Ist day of July, | 
1844, and ending on the 30th day of June, 1845, 
reported the same without amendment, and rec- | 
ommended that the House disagree to all except | 
the second of the said amendments. 

The bill and amendments were committed to the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union. | 

Mr. McKAY, from the same committee, re- || 
ported a bill making appropriations for the service 
of the Post Office Department for the fiscal year |) 
ending June 30, 1845; which was read a first and || 
second time, and committed to the Committee of || 
the Whole on the state of the Union. 

On motion of Mr. DAVIS, of Indiana, it was || 





Ordered, That the Committee on Public Lands be dis- || 
charged from the consideration of the memorial of the | 
Legislature of the State of Alabama, in relation to reénact- 
ing the preémption laws, and that it be laid on the table. 
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report thereon, accompanied by an ame 
the bill making appropriations for the 
diplomatic expenses of the Governme 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1845. 

The amendment was committed to the Comms 
tee of the Whole on the state of the Unio, 

Mr. FRENCH, from the Committee op y 
Judiciary, made a report upon the petition of a 
lius V. Thompson, executor of Miles W, Dick, * 
accompanied by a bill for his relief. a 

.The bill was read a first and second time and 
referred to a Committee of the Whole House 

Mr. COLLAMER, from the Committee ‘o, 
Manufactures, reported the following resolution. 
which, under the rule, lies one day upon the table: 

Resolved, That the extra number of ten thousand copies 
of the report of said committee, on the subject of many. 
factures, made to the present Congress, be printed for the 
use of the members. 

On motion of Mr. C. JOHNSON, it was 


Ordered, That the Committee on Ludian Affairs be dis 
charged from the consideration of the memorial of the rep, 
resentatives and heads of families of two thousand gr 


| hundred Cherokee Indians, known as the “ Treaty party.» 


in relation to an examination of the accounts and expeng. 
itures of money under the treaty of 1835-36 with the Cher. 
okees ; and also from the memorial of John Rogers, James 
Cary, and Thomas L. Rogers, chiefs and head men of th» 
Cherokees, in behalf of themselves and the Cherokee oj 
settlers west of the Mississippi, in relation to the origin 
and history of their government west of the Mississippi, 
the removal of intruders, and reparation for injuries; and 
that the memorial be laid upon the table. 


Mr. HARDIN, from the Committee on Mil. 
tary Affairs, to whom was referred the bill to 
establish an armory at the city of Massac, in the 


| State of Illinois, reported an amendatory bill, 


accompanied by a report in writing; which was 
committed to the Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union. 

Mr. VINTON, from the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary, to whom was referred the bill from the 
Senate to amend an act entitled ‘An act to estab- 
lish the northern boundary line of the State of 
Ohio, and to provide for the admission of the 
State of Michigan into the Union, upon the con- 
ditions therein expressed,’’ approved June 1i, 
1836, reported the same without amendment; 
and he moved that it be put upon its passage. 

Mr. DODGE, of Wisconsin, rose and stated 
that the confusion and noise in the House was 
such that he did not hear the title of the bill; nor 
did he suppose that the gentleman from Ohio 
(Mr. Vinton] would move to put this bill on its 
passage’at the time of reporting it from the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. He stated that the bill 
was one of importance to the Territory which he 
had the honor to represent; and he claimed to be 
heard upon it. He therefore moved that the bill 
be referred to the Committee of the Whole on 
the state of the Union. The Legislature of Wis- 
consin hid spoken on this subject; and he pro- 
tested against any action on this bill until the 
subject could be fairly presented and duly con- 
sidered. 

After some conversation, in which various mem- 
bers took part, the bill was committed to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union. 

On motion of Mr. BARRINGER, it was 

Ordered, That the Committee on Naval Affairs be dis 
charged from the consideration of the memorial of David 
Myerle, and that it do lie on the table. 

Mr. C. J. INGERSOLL, from the Committee 
on Foreign Affairs, reported a bill to provide for 
the ascertainment of claims for spoliations priot 
to the 31st July, 1801; which was read a first and 
second time, and committed to the Committee of 
the Whole on the state of the Union. 

Mr. WHITE, from the same committee, re 
ported a bill for the relief of the legal represent 
atives of Richard W. Meade; which was read 4 
first and second time, and committed to a Com- 
mittee of the Whole House. 

On motion of Mr. HOUSTON, it was 


Ordered, That the Committce on Territories be dis 
charged from the consideration of the memorials from 4 
Legistature of the Territory of Lowa, for a donation of lan 


| for a seminary of learning at West Point, in Lee county, 
and for an additional Jand office at Lowa City ; also, trom 
the memorial of the trustees of the academy at Quincy, 1! 
Florida, for a grant of land; and that said petitions be 
upon the table. 
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Mr. McDOWELL, from the Committee on 
yilitary Affairs, made an adverse report upon 
ihe petition of citizens of Niagara county, New 
y rk, for the improvement of the barracks at 
fort Niagara; which was laid upon the table. 

Qn mouon of Mr. PARMENTER, it was 

Qrdered, That the Committee on Naval Affairs be dis- || 

arged from the consideration of the remonstrance of cit- 
-_ of Columbiana county, Ohio, against an increase of | 
+» Navy; also, from the consideration of the resolution 
the House in relation to the naval reservation at the 
one yard at Pensacola, in Florida; also, from the consid- 
sation of the resolution of the House in relation to the pay 
commissioned officers in the United States marine corps ; 
wd that said remonstrances and resolutions do lie on. the 
table. . Ty , s 

On motion of Mr. SMITH, of New York, it 
was : . P 

Ordered, That the Committee on Invalid Pensions be 
jischarged from the further consideration of the petition of 
George Newton, and that it be laid upon the table. 


On motion of Mr. J. BRINKERHIOFP, it was 


Ordered, That the Committee on Invalid Pensions be 
jischarged from the consideration of the petition of the 
widow of John Schooler, and that it be laid upon the 


table. 

Mr. BURKE, from the Committce on the Li- 
brary, made a report upon the letter from the 
Secretary of State in relation to printing an ad- 
ditional number of copies of documents printed 
by Congress, accompanied by a joint resolution 
(No. 25) providing for the printing of additional 
copies of the Journals and public documents; 
which resolution was read twice, and ordered to 
be engrossed and read a third time to-day; and 
the said resolution being engrossed, was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. KING, of New York, from the Commit- 
tee on Commerce, made an adverse report ages 
the petition of James McIntyre; which was laid 
upon the table 

He also, from the same committee, reported a 
joint resolution (No. 26) in relation to certain 
property purchased for the use of the United 
States, at the pont of Bath, in the State of Maine; 
which was read twice, and ordered to be en- | 
grossed and read a third time to-day; and being || 
engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, 
and passed. 











IIOME SQUADRON. | 


The committees having all been called for re- 
ports, the next business in order was the resolu- 
tion offered by the gentleman from New Hamp- 
shire in relation to the home squadron. 


JAMES RANKIN. 


Mr. ST. JOHN asked and obtained leave to 
withdraw from the files the petition of James 
Rankin, presented by him a few days ago. The 
testimony on which he relied to support the 
prayer of the petition was parol testimony; and 
the person who was to have testified had left the 
city. 


TIME OF I10LDING ELECTICNS. 


Mr. DUNCAN moved a suspension of the 
rules, in order to take up the bill regulating the 
time for holding elections, &c.; but at the sug- 
gestion of Mr. McKay, he gave way for a mo- 
tion that the resolution standing first in order be 
postponed, and that the House proceed with the 
consideration of the next business, being the bill 
forthe improvement of certain harbors and rivers. 


| 
DELINQUENT MEMBERS. | 





Mr. POTTER, of Ohio, moved a suspension || 
of the rules, in order to enable him to offer the 
following resolution: 

Resolved, That on each day hereafter, during the session | 
of Congress, the Clerk, at half past eleven o’clock, shall | 
proceed to call the roll of the House, and that the pay of 
each delinquent member, for each day he shall be absent, 
shall be deducted from his per diem allowance by the 
Speaker, unless, by the order of the House, he be excused. 


The motion was lost. 





, and rivers (western) was then taken up; the ques- || 
| tion being on the second to the previous question. | 


| tled to the floor—he having given way for an 
| adjournment while addressing the House when 


| subject was debated, and some remarks were then 
| made, and some action taken by the House, in 
L relation to an object of internal improvement in 
| which he felta deep interest, and which he thought 





JEREMIAIL SMITH, JR. 


Mr. DODGE, of Iowa, offered the following | 
resolution; which was considered, and agreed to: 
Resolved, That the President of the United States be re- 
quested to inform this House why the sum of $40,000, 
«Ppropriated at the last session of Congress to Jeremiah 
Smith, jr., has not been paid to him; and whether any fur- 
ther, » ind if so, what, action will be necessary on the part 
o Congress to enable said Smith to draw his money. 


WESTERN HARBOR BILL. 
The question was then put upon postponing 
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the previous orders and taking up the harbor bill, States, and thus become partners, joint stock- 
and carried. | holders with speculators and stockjobbers in all 


The bill for the improvement of certain harbors || 
i} 


Mr. THOMPSON submitted whether the east- 


the mad, reckless schemes of the day. To show 
the alarming progress which this system was 
making at the time it wax arrested by General 
Jackson’s veto, Mr. D: read the following from 


t 
. . . 
ern harbor and river bill, on which he was enti- |! the President’s (Jackson’s) annual n essage to 


the subject was last up—had not the precedence. 

The SPEAKER said that the western harbo 
bill, having been the first postponed, was the first 
in order. 

Mr. DOUGLAS requested his colleague to 
withdraw the motion for the previous question; 
and stated, as a reason for making that request, 
that he was absent, from indisposition, when the 


worthy the attention of Congress. 

Mr. WENTWORTH withdrew the call for 
the previous question. 

Mr. DOUGLAS said he hoped he would be 
indulgedin a few remarks before the question 
was taken. He did not desire to go into a dis- 
cussion of the merits of the bill in all its bearings, 


| nor of the propriety of a general system of inter- 


nal improvements by the General Government. 
The first of these questions had been sufficiently 
discussed some days since in the Committee of 
the Whole; and the latter, he had hoped, had 
been finally settled by the general voice of the 
nation. There was one branch of the subject, 
however, to which he wished to invite the especial 
attention of the House. There are various gen- 
tlemen here who oppose this bill on constitutional 
grounds, and claim that they are sustained in that 
opposition by the opinions and principles of Gen- 
eral Jackson, as set forth in his veto and other 
messages. Acting under this erroneous impres- 


sion, they boldly charge the friends of the bill with | 


a departure from the old republican doctrines | 
upon this subject, and an attempted revival of the 
wild and extravagant schemes of internal im- | 
provement which were crushed and exploded by 
the power of General Jackson’s vetoes, sanctioned 
and ratified by the MDG of the American | 
peng. He would be able to show clearly, and 
yond dispute, by reference to his vetoes and | 
other messages, that, so far from General Jack- | 





son ever having opposed works of the kind pro- 
vided for in the bill upon constitutional grounds, 
he expressly affirmed their constitutionality, ac- 
knowledged their utility, and gave them the 
weight of his authority, by signing bills making 
liberal appropriations for those purposes. It was 
certainly unnecessary for him to particularize, by 
title jab date, the numerous laws approved by 
that distinguished statesman and patriot, making 
appropriations for the rivers and harbors. These 
were annually made, asa matter of course, among 
the regular appropriations. Nor were these ap- 
propriations for harbors and rivers confined to 
tide-water; they extended through the whole line | 
of the northern lakes and down the rivers of the | 
Mississippi valley. We may contend, and with | 
great force, that these appropriations for the in- 
land waters were not made with as liberal a hand | 
as justice required; and that the West did not re- | 


applied to those objects; still these laws were 


| sufficiently numerous to sustain and confirm the | 


| ceive her just proportion of the moneys that were | 
constitutional principle involved in them. 


But the opinions of General Jackson upon this 
subjeet are not left to the inference resulung from 
his signature of approval to those appropriations. 
His messages—yes, even those very veto mes- 
sages to which th 
river interests have so frequently referred, with- 
out reading them —expressly acknowledge the 
constitutionality and usefulness of these improve- 
ments, and draw the line of distinction between | 


them and that gigantic Quixotic scheme which | 
was about to involve the nation in irredeemable, | 
hopeless bankruptcy and ruin, when it exploded | 
and disap 
ville-veto. ‘That system consisted of roads, turn- 
pikes, railways, canals—artificial works in the 


several States, local in their character and sec- 


tional in their benefits. In many of them the Uni- | 


ted States Government was to subscribe stock in 
the private companies chartered by the several | 


e opponents of the harbor and || 


peared before the breath of the Mays- 1 
| 


Congress, December 2, 1834: 


“When the bill authorizing a subscription on the part 
of the United States for steck in the Maysville and Lexing- 
ton Turnpike Company passed the two Houses, there had 
been reported by the Committees on Internal Improvements 
bills containing appropropriations for sich objects, exclu- 
sive of the Cumberland road, and for harbors and light- 
houses, to the amount of one hundred and six million dole 
lars. In this amount was included authority to the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury to subscribe for the stock of different 
companies to a great extent, and the residue was princi- 
pally for the direct construction of roads by this Govern- 
ment. In addition to these projects which have been 
presented to the two Houses under the sanction and recom- 
mendation of their respective Committees on Internal Im- 
provements, there were then still pending before the com- 
mittees, and in memorials to Congress, presented but not 
referred, different projects for works of a similar character, 
the expense of which cannot be estimated with certainty, 
but must have exceeded one hundred million dollars.” 


One hundred and six million dollars reported at 
one sessicn of Congress, and applicat.on made 
for $100,000,000 more! This presents an epitome 
of the nature and extent of that system which 
gentlemen have seen proper to compare to the 
small (and he had almost said niggardly) appro- 

riations in this little bill providing for the har- 

ors and rivers. Not one of the objects provided 
for in this bill comes within the constitutional re- 
striction in either of General Jackson’s veto mes- 
sages. The first of those vetoes (the Maysville 
road bill) is confined entirely to the making of 
roads and canals within the limits of a State, and 
claiming territorial jurisdiction over them to the 
exclusion of State authority; or to the appropri- 
ation of money to such works prosecuted un 
the State authority without any control over them 
| on the part of the Federal Government. Toshow 
| that he had stated General Jackson’s position 
correctly, Mr. D. read the following from his 
Mayeville road veto: 
| “ The constitutional power of the Federal Government 
to construct or prosecute works of internal linprovement 
presents itself in two points of view; the first as bearing 
upon the sovereignty of the States within witose |imits their 
execution is contemplated, if jurisdiction of the territory 
which they may occupy be claimed as neceseary to their 
preservation and use; the second as asserting the sinmple 
right to appropriate from the national Treasury in aid of 


such works, when undertaken by State authority, surren- 
dering the claim of jurisdiction.” 


If doubts still exist whether this veto me 
was intended to be restricted to roads and canais, 
as contradistinguished from the navigable rivers 
and harbors, every shadow of doubt must be dis- 
pelled when we come to read that part »f the an- 
nual message of December, 1834, which relates te 
this subject. He read the following ¢ .tracts: 


“The questions which have arisen upon this subject 
| have related: 
| 1, To the power of making internal improvements 
| within the limits of a State, with the right of territorial 
| jurisdiction, sufficient at least fur their preservation and 
use. 

“9. To the right of appropriating money in aid of stich 
works, when carried on by a State, or by a company In vir~ 
tue of a State authority, surrendering the claim of juris- 
diction ; and 

‘¢3. To the propriety of appropriations for improvements 
of a particular class, viz: for light-houses, beacons, buoys, 

| public piers, and for thea removal of sand-bars, sawyers, 
| and other temporary and partial impediments in our navi- 
gable rivers and harbors.” 
! 
| 


The peculiar phraseolozy in which this classi- 
fication is made, clearly indicates the opinion of 
President Jackson, as to the constitutional power 
of the Federal Government over the 4itierent 
classes of works. When speaking of the first 
-anals in the Statés, 


class, (relating to roads : 


|| with the right of territoria. ,.\risdiction,) .e says 


that a “‘question has arisen” as ‘* tu the power” 
to make those improvements. Speaking of 
ropriations in aid of those works, when 
by the States, he says that ‘‘the question has 
arisen’’ as ‘‘ to the right’’ to make those appre- 
riations; but, when he comes to the rivers and 
Dabtiors, the question relates only * to the pro- 
priety’’ of the improvements. The * power” is 
| virtually conceded, the “ right”? acknowledged, 
and the ‘* propriety’’ only remains to be inquired 





into. The President then eee to a 
the first proposition respecting er to make 
roads and canals, with the right of territorial ju- 
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risdiction in the Federal Government; and, refer- | predecessors and successors, and he defied an 


ring to his Maysville road veto, said: 


upon it the power to authorize the construction of ordinary 


roads and canals within the limits of a State, and to say 
respectfully that no bill admitting such a power could re- 
ceive my official sanction.” 

Here we have the express language of General 
Jackson himself, restricting his Maysville road 
veto to “ordinary roads and canals within the 
limits of a State.’ 

General Jackson next proceeds to the second 
class, involving the right of Congress to appro- 
priate money in aid of such works when carried 


on by a State, or by a company in virtue of State || 


authority, surrendering the claim of jurisdiction, 
and says: 

“So thoroughly convinced am I that no such appropri- 
ations ought to be made by Congress until a suitable con- 
stitutional provision is made upon the subject, and so es- 
sential do | ae the point to the highest interests of our 
coutltry, that lL could not consider myself as discharging 
my duty to my constituents in giving the executive sanc- 
tion to any bill containing such an appropriation.”’ 


Having disposed of the first two propositions, 
relating to ordinary roads and canals, substan- 
tially the same as he did in his Maysville road 
veto, General Jackson proceeds to express his 
Opinions in regard tothe improvement of our navi- 

able rivers and harbors. 
the subject, Mr. D. read the following from the 
same message: 


“ There is another class of appropriations for what may 
be called, without impropriety, internal improvements, 
which have always been regarded as standing upon differ- 
ent grounds from those to which I have referred. I allude 
to such as have for their object the improvement of our 
harbors, the removal of partial and temporary obstructions 
in our navigable rivers for the facility and security of our 
foreign commerce. The grounds upon which 1 distin- 
guished appropriations of this character from others, have 
already been stated to Congress. I will now only add that, 
at the first session of Congress under the new Constitution 
it was provided by law that all expenses which should 
accrue trom and after the 15th day of August, 1789, in the 
necessary support and maintenance and repairs ef all light- 
houses, beacons, buoys, and public piers, erected, placed, 
or sunk before the passage of the act, within any bay, inlet, 
harbor, or port of the United States, for rendering the navi- 

ation thereof easy and safe, should be defrayed out of the 
‘reasury of the United States; and further, that it be the 
duty of the Secretary of the Treasury to provide, by con- 
tracts, with the approbation of the President, for rebuild- 
ing, when necessary, and keeping in good repair the light- 
houses, beacons, buoys, and public piers in the several 
States, and for furnishing them with supplies. Appropri- 
ations for similar objects have been continued from that 
time to the present, without interruption or dispute. Asa 
natural consequence of the increase and extension of our 
foreign commerce, ports of entry and delivery have been 
muitiplied and established, not only upon our seaboards, 
but in the interior of the country, upon our lakes and navi- 
le rivers. The convenience and safety of this commerce 
ve led to the gradual extension of these expenditures ; 
to the erection of Jiglit-houses; the placing, planting, and 
sinking of buoys, beacons, and piers; and to the removal 
of partial and temporary obstructions in our navigable 
rivers, and the harbors upon our great lakes, as well as on 
the seaboard. Although I have expressed to Congress my 
apprehension that these expenditures have sometimes been 
extravagant and disproportionate to the advantages to be 
derived from them, | have not felt it to be my duty to refuse 
my assent to bills containing such appropriations, and have 
contented myselt to follow in the footsteps of all my prede- 
cessors.”? 


This language is too explicit to admit of mis- 


conception or misconstruction., After pronounc- | 


ing an unequivocal judgment against the con- 
struction of ** ordinary roads and canals’’ by this 
Government, he says that the harbors and navi- 
gable rivers ‘* have always begn regarded as stand- 
ing upon different grounds;” that ‘* the grounds 
upon which I (he) distinguished appropriations 


of this character from others have already been | 


stated to Congress;”’ that appropriations for ob- 
jects of this kind were made “* at the first session 
of amgnean under the new Constitution,”’ and 
** have been continued from that time to the pres- 
en? without interruption or dispute;’’ and that ‘I 


in the footsteps of all my predecessors.’’ The allusion 
to his having, on a former occasion, expressed to 
Congress his reasons for regarding appropriations 
for the navigable rivers and harbors as coming 
within the constitutional powers and appropriate 
duties of the Federal Government, doubtless re- 
fers to his annual message of 1830, when he elab- 
orately discusses the whole subject, and makes a 
favorable argument in favor of such appropria- 
tions when national in their character and general 
in their benefits. 

Mr. D. here carefully examined all of General 
Jackson’s messages, as well as those of all his 


Upon this branch of 
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| gentleman to point out the first sentence or senti- 
««{ therefore embraced thatearly occasion toappriseCon || ment in any message of any President of the Uni- 
gress that, in my opinion, the Constitution did not confer || ted States which even questioned or intimated a 


| 


|| doubt as to the constitutionality and expediency 


of appropriations of this character. He admitted 
that appropriations for rivers, harbors, or for any 


|| other object which was local in its character and 


| 


| 
| 
| 








| 
j 
| 


| 
j 








not national in its benefits, would be an abuse of 
power which ought not to be tolerated, much less 


| psanctioned by Congress. All appropriations for 


these objects ought to be subject to the condition, 
and come clearly within the principle laid down 
by Mr. Monroe, and subsequently adopted by 
General Jackson in his Maysville road veto, that 
they should be of ‘‘ general, not local; national, 
not State benefit.”’ 

Because the power exists is no reason why it 
should be abused; and because it may sometimes 
be abused is no reason for denying its existence, 
Let it be restrained within its proper and just 
limits, and then exercised as the framers of the 
Constitution designed it should be—for the com- 
mon defense and general good. But we are some- 
times asked why General Jackson vetoed the ‘act 
to improve the navigation of the Wabash river,” 
if he believed that appropriations for the improve- 
ment of the navigable rivers were constitutional. 
He preferred to allow General Jackson to answer 
this question himself; and from his answer it will 
be found that that bill was not rejected upon con- 
stitutional ground. Mr. D. had already read, from 
his message returning that bill, (his annual mes- 
sage of 1834,) a long extract affirming the right 
and duty of Congress to provide for the improve- 
ment of the navigable rivers and harbors, and re- 
ferring to his former messages for additional rea- 
sonscorroborating those views. Immediately after 
that extract, we find the following: 


“ Sensible, however, from experience and observation, of 
the great abuses to which the unrestricted exercise of this 
authority by Congress was exposed, | have prescribed alim- 
itation for the government of my own conduct, by which 
expenditures of this character are confined to places below 
the ports of entry or delivery established by law. I am 
very sensible that this restriction is not as satisfactory as 
could be desired, and that much embarrassment may be 
caused to the executive department in its execution, by 
appropriations for remote and not well-understood objects. 
But as neither my own reflections nor the lights which I 
may properly derive from other sources have supplied me 
with a better, I shail continue to apply my best exertions 
to a faithful application of the rule upon which it is founded. 
I sincerely regret that I could not give my assent to the bill 
entitled ‘ An act to improve the navigation of the Wabash 
river ;’ but I could not have done so without receding from 
the ground which I have, upon the fullest consideration, 
taken upon this subject, and of which Congress has been 
heretofore apprised, and without throwing the subject again 
open tv abuses which no good citizen, entertaining my 
opinions, could desire.” 


It will here be observed that he recognized—as 
in the previous part of t'}@ same message already 
quoted, he expressly affirmed—the authority of 
Congress to make such appropriations; that such 
authority was liable to great abuses; and for the 


|| purpose of preventing such abuses, he had laid 


down a rule upon the subject, to which he in- 
tended to adhere, although he acknowledged it to 
be uncertain and unsatisfactory. He does not 
say, even, that the Wabash is not a navigable 
stream—that its improvement would not be a na- 
tional work, constitutional, and useful; but he 


'| does say that it does not come within the rule he 
|| had adopted for the prevention of abuses; and 


| therefore he rejected it. 


He does not insist that 
the establishment of a port of entry or delivery 
upon a river makes it a navigable stream, or im- 
parts to it the character of nationality; but in the 


|| absence of all other and more satisfactory proof, 


+} 
r 
| 
| 
i} 


he would take that as evidence of the national 
character of the work, and be governed by it. It 


|| was the adoption of arule for ascertaining a fact. 


|| propriety and expediency. 


' E | Upon the fact, when ascertained, depended, not 
have contented myself to follow, in this respect, | 


the constitutionality of the pp Te but its 
hether that rule 


_was the most certain or convenient that could 
have been adopted, is a mere matter of opinion 


| upon a point not very material to this inquiry. | 


| It is sufficient that the power to make the appro- 
| priation was conceded. With what propriety, 


it 
t! 
1 
i 


then, do gentlemen charge us with a disregard of 
the republican faith, as expounded by the fathers 
of the church? What republican President ever 
denied the power of Congress to appropriate 
money for the improvement of our navigable 
rivers and harbors, or doubted the expediency 
of a proper exercise of that power? It was not 


j 
| 
| 





| 


| trations, recognized and affirmed its existe 


Washington, nor Jefferson, nor Madison 

Monroe, nor Jackson, nor Van Buren. x’ ed 
of these ever questioned or doubted the 
Each of them, during their respective a 


No One 
0 Wer. 
Minis. 
the most solermn manner; and, by their omni 
proclaimed to the world the propriety of its... 
ercise whenever demanded by the interests of ti 
country. , 

The great error into which gentlemen hay, 
fallen, in supposing that this bill contravenes th. 
doctrines of the Republican party, results ion 
confounding and amalagamating things whichan 
totally distinct and dissimilar, and rest upon entin 
different principles. By a wonderful confusio, 
of ideas, they associate the right to protect com. 
merce and navigation upon our navigable waters 
with the power to construct artificial means 9 
communication—ordinary roads and canals_ 
within the limits of a State, with the right of te. 
ritorial jurisdiction sufficient for their use ang 
preservation. The former has received the sane. 
tion and support of every President and ever 
Administration, from the Father of his County 
to the hero of the vetoes, whilst the latter hays 
met with the uniform opposition of the Republican 
party. 

Mr. D. then turned to the other branch of the 
subject—the proprmiy of the appropriations; ang 
upon that head he had but a few remarks 1 
make. No assaults had been made upon the Mis. 
sissippi, Ohio, Missouri, and Arkansas rivers, 
any further than the expression of opposition to 
the bill. Theirimportance as great national high. 
ways, natural channels of commerce and naviga. 
tion, trade and travel, are appreciated and ac. 
knowledged by all. These topics have all been 
fully and su ciently discussed. The Illinois 
river, however, has been less fortunate in escaping 

articular and individual attack. A motion has 
Gace made to strike itfrom the bill. The reasons 
are twofold: first, that it is local in its character, 
and secondly, that it is confined within the limits 
of a single State, and therefore within the consti- 
tutional prohibition. 

Mr. D. conceived these objections to be founded 
in a misapprehension of the subject. It was the 
first time he had ever heard that appropriations 
for the improvement of our navigable waters, 
rivers, or harbors, were unconstitutional because 
the obstructions proposed to be removed were con- 
fined within the limits of aState. This objection 
was certainly entitled to the merit of novelty; per- 
haps he ought to say originality; for he was con- 
fident that it had never before emanated from the 
mind of any statesman since the adoption of the 
Federal Constitution. It was a new discovery, 
and a rare one at that. The error here consisted 
in another confusion of ideas, which failed to 
draw the well-settled distinction between appro- 
priations for our navigable rivers and harbors, and 
the construction of ordinary roads and canals 
within the limits of a State. This distinction is 
drawn with clearness, and enforced with great 
power, by General Jackson, in his annual mes- 
sage of 1830, and again in 1834. Indeed, nearly 
all the appropriations for light-houses, buoys, bea- 
cons, lees are necessarily within the limits 
of a single State. Were the appropriations for 
the harbors at Boston, New York, and Charles- 
ton, unconstitutional because they were each in- 
cluded within the precincts of a singie State? The 


' location of the object, whether in the interior of 


one State or upon the confines of several, does not 
determine the power to make the appropriation. 
The power exists; and the propriety of its exer 
cise depends upon the nationality of the object‘ 
be effected by it. In this respect, the harbors ant 
rivers depend upon the same principle. They 
have always been classed together from the forma 
tion of the Government. Gentlemen who profess 
to have so much reverence for the opinions of 
General Jackson will find that he invariably spoke 
of them in that light whenever he expressed 
opinion upon the subject. The question is no 
whether the expenditure is to be made within the 
borders of a single State, or to extend to a dozen 
of them; but whether the river is national, and the 
advantages general. - 
Mr. D. said he was willing that the Illinois 
river should be judged by this test. Even i 
state of nature, without any expenditure of money 
on artificial improvements, it was one of the finest 
navigable streams in the world. Connecting with 
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the Mississippi, it penetrates in the direction of || Mr. RHETT rose tostate the grounds on which 
the lakes about two hundred and fifty miles to a | 


oint from which itis connected with Lake Mich- | 
ian by the Illinois and Michigan canal—a dis- | 
tance of about ninety miles. The river, from its 
mouth to the termination of the canal, is naviga- 
ble during all seasons of the year, except when 
closed by ice. It is from three eighths to half a 
mile wide, very straight and deep, and without a 
snag or rock, or any other obstruction, to endan- 


or or impair its free navigation, except a few || 


sandbars Which have formed across the channel 
near the mouths of certain small streams which 


fow in on either side. The canal, which is | 


suficient depth and dimensions for steamboats 
and large vessels, is nearly finished, and in all 


robability will be entirely completed in twelve | 


or eighteen months. Through this channel, and 
this only, we have a connected and uninterrupted 
navigation for steamboats and large vessels, from 
the Atlantic ocean and the Gulf of Mexico, to all 
the northern lakes. Its importance to the for- 
eign and inland commerce and navigation of the 
country isimmense in times of peace; and in war, 
indispensable to the defense of the country. 
Whilst Great Britain, by means of her line of 
canals connecting the upper lakes with the On- 
tario and the St. Lawrence, can, in the course of 
a few days, collect her fleets from all quarters of 
the globe, and form one continuous line from 
Montreal to Chicago, we have no fleet upon the 
lakes; we have no navy-yard there at which we 
could construct one, and no channel through 
which we could introduce our vessels from the 
seaboard. In times of war, those lakes must be 
defended, if defended at all, by a fleet from the 
naval depot and yard on the Mississippi river. 
With reference to this object, as well as the de- 
fense of the Gulf of Mexico, a bill has already 
passed the Senate, and is now upon our tables, 
for the establishment of a navy-yard at Memphis. 
Although Mr. D. would prefer to have that es- 
tablishment located at the mouth of the Ohio 
river, and believed that to be the most suitable 


point, all things considered, yet he could not per- | 
mita mere preference for sites and locations to | 


endanger the success of so important and neces- 
sary a measure of national defense. 

Bat even that great measure would lose the 
greater part of its advantages and benefits, if the 
navigation of that great national channel of com- 
munication, which connects it with the lakes, 
should remain impeded, and for large vessels ob- 
structed, during a great portion of the year, for 
want of an appropriation of a few thousand 
dollars, to remove a few temporary sand-bars. 
Whilst the State of Illinois, at a cost of between 
six and seven million dollars, furnishes a chan- 
nel of communication which will at all times 
admit vessels drawing six feet water, and so con- 
structed, in case of emergency that they can raise 
it to seven and a half or eight feet; and whilst the 


lilinois river, during its whole length, averages | 
much more than that depth, is the navigation of || 


the whole to be greatly impeded, and their use- 
fulness diminished, for the want of a small appro- 
priation to remove temporary and partial obstruc- 
tionsinanavigable stream,which has been declared 
a national highway by an irrevocable ordinance? 
_ When these facts were all taken into considera- 
tion, Mr. D. was unable to conceive upon what 


grounds gentlemen rested their doubts of the | 


nationality of this appropriation. Without dis- 
paraging any other river or work, or questioning 
the propriety of any appropriation in the bill, he 


was unable to select one (except the removal of | 


the snags in the Mississippi river) embracing so 
many advantages of a national character, con- 
nected with the commerce, navigation, and de- 
fense of the country, as this connecting link be- 
tween the great lakes of the North af 
of Mexico. The amount of money desired was 
& mere trifle—a few thousand dollars only. No 
specific appropriation, to be confined to this river, 
has been asked, for the reason that it would 
require more money to purchase a dredging ma- 
chine to be used on the river, than to remove all 
the sand-bars afterwards. 
with the Mississippi, the same machine used 
would answer for oe Illinois river, and thus save 
much expense. 


Mr. D. said that he trusted, in view of all these 
considerations, the Iilinois river would be re- 


tained, and the bill passed. 


the Gulf | 


By connecting this 





he and others who thought with him rested their 
opposition to this bill. The ground on which these 
works of improvement were placed by some gen- 
tlemen was, that they were essential to commerce 
and were constitutional, under that provision of 
the Constitution relating to the regulation of com- | 
merece. Another ground was, that provision of | 
| the Constitution in relation to the general wel- 
|| fare. But if the gentleman’s argument was cor- 
| rect, it would not stop short of any harbor or 
\| river. It would run to all internal improvements. 
| After a few remarks, which were too imperfectly 
| heard to be reported, he proceeded to comment on 
| the remarks of the gentleman from Illinois in re- 
|| lation to the facilities which the British Govern- 


| 


| and said he had yet to learn how the falls of 
| Niagara could be ascended by a seventy-four. 
| Messrs. SEMPLE and DOUGLAS explained 
|| that the falls could be passed and communication 
| had from Lake Ontario to Lake Erie by means of 
| the Welland canal. 
| Mr. RHETT. It might be as the gentleman 
| had said; but if the connecting canal between 
| Lake Michigan and the river Illinois was but six | 
|| feet deep, as the gentleman had described it, it | 
| was useless to talk of the passage of vessels of a 
| large class, whatever improvements might be made 
| in the Illinois river. But admitting the power to 
exist on the ground of regulaffng commerce, and 
that under such power they could improve the 
Illinois and Wabash rivers, he put it to the gen- 
| 


tleman if he could deny that such power extended 
to every river and harbor in the Union? But, to 


go one step further, (and it was a very important 


| merce—if, for that purpose, rivers and harbors 
| could be improved—on what ground would the 
gentleman from Illinois draw a distinction be- 





| that railroads were less adapted to the purposcs 
|| of commerce than rivers and harbors? 

|| Mr. DOUGLAS said he had not gone into the 
|| question whether railroads were constitutional or 
party with which he acted, had taken the ground 
that they were not, and they had gone against 
them. He further observed that the navigable 
stream which it was constitutional to improve, 


| not the artificial work of man. 

Mr. RHETT contended that this Government 
had as much constitutional power to construct 
railroads as to improve riversand harbors. Rail- 


transportation of commerce and munitions of war, 
and for the means of defense. He did not intend 


| 
' 








of money appropriated. He should not care a 


| particle if the amount were $10,000,000 for the im- | 
ississippi, the Hud- | 


| provement of the Ohio, the 

|| son, and other great rivers, even if they had to 
| borrow the money; it was the principle for which 
| he contended, and it was the principle alone for 
which any statesman would contend. The prin- 
ciple here advocated by gentlemen was a very 
destructive one. He had heard gentlemen con- 
tend here that this Government had no right to 
| adopt a protective policy, and yet they came here 
|| with vast gigantic schemes of internal improve- 
| ment, which it was contended this Government 
| had the power to carry out. And what was the 
|| scene which had been exhibited here in relation 
' 

| 





to these harbor and river bills? 

aside until the other was acted upon, as though 

|| one section said to the other: ‘* We will not pass 

Ce aare bill unless you agree to our. river 
bill. 

| The gentleman’s principle did not stop here; 

| but, if carried out, there was not a debt incurred 


ment that must not be assumed and paid 
General Government. 


of national interest? The time was not far dis- 


ment had to convey a fleet to the northern lakes, || 


| one,) if this Government could make these inter- | 
| nal improvements for the promotion of com- | 


tween those works and railroads? Would he state | 


| not; but General Jackson, and the Republican | 
| 
| 


| tant when steam would supersede everything else. 
Let the system of universal appropriation for al! 
purposes of public improvement prevail in Con- 
gress, and wee would be the consequence? The 
consequence would be to make Congress a Par- 
liament like that of Great Britain; to make it, in 
_ fact, omnipotent—for the money power was the 
right arm, the beginning and the end of Govern- 
ment; and if the money power be unlimited, Con- 
gress would be omnipotent; it would override this 
| great and mighty Union with a giant’s power. 
| Would a sovereign State submit to such a virtual 
| consolidation ? 

Mr. DOUGLAS inquired whether’ the gentle- 
| man from South Carolina had not voted for the 
appropriation for the Savannah river the other 


day: 

Mr. RHETT said he had never voted for any 
proposition for interval improvement by the Gen- 
eral Government. 

Mr. HOLMES said the gentleman from IIli- 
nois, (or all noise,) in default of legitimate argu- 
ment to justify his course, resorted to the more 
| effectual mode of argument, drawn not from prem- 

ises, but from men, and voted under the seven- 

fold shield of the Telamon Ajax. Jackson said 

so: ergo, itis so, That was the gentleman's mode 
| of reasoning. 

Mr. DOUGLAS said he would refer to another 
authority—John C, Calhoun. 
| Mr. HOLMES said, as he was no man’s man, 

he would neither defer to General Jackson nor to 
| John C. Calhoun, when the Constitution of the 
country was concerned; and he would tell the 
gentleman unother thing: if he did not possess 
the great light which burned with so much efful- 
gence about those great men, yet he would not 
attempt to illuminate the pathway of rivers b 
merely lighting a Locofoco match. (A laugh.] 

The gentleman had attacked him because, at 
the commencement of the session, he advocated 
the improvement of those great highways of the 
West—the Ohio and the Mississippi. ‘The gen- 
tleman then would not allow of his assistance at 
all; for it seemed, unless he went to the whéle 
extent for national improvement with the zeal of 
|| a western man on one side, or of a member of the 


out of the way altogether. He asserted that the 





| was a stream which God Almighty had made, and || was unconstitutional; an 


roads he considered of more real utility for the | 


to raise an objection on the ground ofthe amount | 


One had been laid || 


| by any State of this Union for internal Hy might 
| 


made by the General Government for national 


1 President; that appropriations were only to be 
| 


|| purposes. 


|| Mr. RHETT. Would nota railroad running 
1 through Pennsylvania and Ohio, connecting the 
\| seaboard with the great western waters, be a work 


| appropriation for the improvement of harbors 
at the same time he 
also asserted that the Mississippi and Ohio rivers, 
as contradistinguished from other rivers, were 
reat national highways, over which the author- 
ity of Congress did extend. His position was 
| this: that whenever there was a proprietary right 
| in the United States and not in a State, (and he 
| begged gentlemen to make the distinction,) it was 
| the bounden duty of the United States to improve 
| those rivers, cal howe them open for the naviga- 
| 


| Federal party on the other, he had better stand 


tion of the whole country. 

Such was the argument and illustration of the 
Telamon Ajax, behind whose shield the gentle- 
| man had retired. But General Jackson, though 
| he possessed great tenacity of will, was neverthe- 
| less not tenacious of a particular line of pole: 
| for he must say that he had never known a public 
| man whose policy had varied so much and so 
| often, in accordance with his exact position at the 
| time, as General Jackson’s. In one respect Gen- 
| eral Jackson had walked in the footsteps of his 
illustrious predecessor, and his immediate prede- 
| cessor, too; for he advocated the system of in- 
| ternal improvements to the fullest extent, and 
| never faltered in his career till he found another 
| great man running the same race with him; and 
} then he tacked about and took another course, 
| But without dwelling on this part of the subject, 





he would put the question to the Democrats of the 
the West whether, in gr ing beyond the great 
national highways, (the Ohio and Mississippi ,) 
they were not endeavoring to revive the very sys- 


y the || tem of internal improvements which General 


He had said 


|| Jackson destroyed by his veto? 


Mr. DOUGLAS said the principle that he had } destroyed; but he feared, from the connection he 
laid down was only — as had oan moreso | now saw between the tariff party and the internal 
|| by Jackson, Monroe, and every other Republican 

i} ’ 


improvement party, that the system was only 
sleeping, and that new life and vigor was now 
about to be infused into it. He had great reason 
to fear this when he heard a gentleman invoking 
the name of General Jackson to sustain this Jug- 
gernaut system of unjust taxation, and that other 
great system of unjust expenditure. Gentlemen 
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who supported this s 
tions, if they pleased, between themselves and the 
Whig party; but 
** Optics sharp it takes, I ween, 
To see what is not to be seen.” 


These measures, which the Whigs had pro- | 


claimed to be in accordance with their cardinal 
principles, and which had been defeated by the 
yeto of General Jackson, were now about to be 
revived by the Democratic party; and well might 
his friend (Mr. Ruert) sa thatthe Whigscheered 
them on in the work. When he saw gentlemen 
from the West come in and tell them that every 
river—no matter where might be its source—no 
matter through what territory it flowed—was a 
ywoper object of internal improvement; and when 
fre saw that, by making alog-rolling bill in which 
every part of the Union was to have its share, so 
as to carry it through the House, the old exploded 
system of internal improvement was to be revived, 
he confessed he had lostall hope of seeing an end 
put to the odious system of unjust taxation and | 
extravagant expenditures. He besought gentle- | 
men to pause, and not suffer themselves to be | 
seduced by any local appropriations into a viola- 
tion of the Constitution. He felt a deep interest 


vote for this bill, though that city was to derive 
some benefit from it. 

After a few more remarks from Mr. H., 

Mr. McCLELLAND observed that, as a mem- 
ber of the Committee on Commerce, he felt some | 


litle disposition to trespass on the time of the || of their fellow-citizens. 


House, so as to give his views on the question | 
under consideration. 


the House, yet he would take the occasion to say 
that he concurred entirely in the views expressed 
by the gentleman from iltinois, {Mr. Dovetas.] 
e of the West, said he, believe that appropri- 
ations for the improvement of the western harbors 
and rivers are constitutional; and it will take 
better arguments than we have heard to-day to 
make us believe to the contrary. Until these 
appropriations were granted, the West could not 
pastain its commerce, nor defend the western coun- 
try from that enemy which they were most in 
dread of. He would ask the gentleman from South | 
Carolina on what principle he based his vote for | 
an appropriation for the Ohio and Mississippi, 
aud «lenicd appropriations to the lakes, which the 
western pcopile said were essential for their de- 
fense? What distinction did he draw between 
appropriations for light-houses on the lakes and 
appropriations for harbors? 
Mr. HOLMES said that, in his opinion, Con- 
ress had a right to remove obstructions in the 


Though a member of the |) 


same party with the gentleman who lastaddressed || ground of economy; for an early appropriation 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


m might draw distine- |) went through two or three States. Where was 


the distinction, except the one river was a little 
further south than the other? Mr. McC. con- 
tended that there was no objection to appropria- 
tions for harbors on the lakes that would not with 
equal force apply to the Ohio and Mississippi; 
aud in support of his argument, quoted the opin- 
ions of Mr. Madison, which were read by the 


| Clerk from his table. 








akes, for the reason that the jurisdiction was in | 
the United States; but Congress could not im- 
prove the harbors, because the jurisdiction was | 
in the States. For the same reason, Congress | 
could improve the Ohio and Mississippi rivers, | 
for, the United States possessing proprietary and | 
territorial jurisdiction over them, the States could | 
not improve them if Congress didnot. But Con- 
es could not improve the lilinois river, for it | 

id not possess jurisdiction over it; the jurisdic- 
tion of that river was in the States through which 
it flowed, and they had the power to improve it. 

Mr. McCLELLAND contended that, on the 
geptleman’s own argument, Congress had the 
right to improve the harbors of the lakes. Mr. 

cC., after referring to the ordinance of 1787, for 
the purpose of comparing it with the grounds on 
which the gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. | 


Homes] based his support of appropriations for || 


the Ohio and Mississippi, said he would again 


house on any shore of Lake Erie, and claim juris- | 
diction over it, if it had not the right to make a 
harbor at the same spot, and also to take juris- | 
diction over it? Why, the gentleman, as chair- 
man of the Committee on Commerce, had reported 
a bill appropriating $500,000 for light-houses; and 
yet he denied the power of Congress to appro- 
priate money for harbors. He would also ask 
the gentlemen who were opposed to making an | 
appropriation for the Illinois river, how it hap- 
pened that many of them voted last year for the | 
ill maiting paprepuations for the Ohio and Mis- | 
sissippi, including the Arkansas, onv of its trib- | 
utaries? Was it because the Arkansas was not | 
confined to a single State, but ran through two or 
three? If-so, the Iilinois had equal claims, for it | 








| Was not oppose 


/ amendment of the 


He went on, at great length, to show that Mad- 
ison, Jackson, and Van Buren had never objected, 
on constitutional grounds, to these works; and he 
contended that they were works that were neces- 
sary to the defense of the country in case of war. 
He then proceeded to ask those gentlemen who 
professed to have constitutional scruples on this 
subject, how they could vote for fishing bounties, 
or @ protective tariff, and not vote for this bill? 
How could southern gentlemen vote for the an- 
nexation of Texas, and yet refuse to vote for this 
bill on constitutional grounds? If the Constitu- 
tion gave the right to annex Texas to this Union, 
it was by a resort to its spirit rather than to its 
letter; and surely the spirit of the Constitution 
to this bill. But again: how 


| could they purchase new territory if they had no 
in the prosperity of Charleston; but he could not 


power to improve the old? The eastern gentle- 
men would, perhaps, reply that they voted for a 
protective tariff to protect the labor and capital of 
their citizens; and yet they could refuse to vote 
for this bill, whick was essentially a bill for the 
protection not only of the property but the lives 
He defended the bill, at 
much length, both from the sosenntyt and appro- 
priateness of the appropriations, and also on the 


would indeed cause a less expenditure than if the 
work was longer delayed. 

Mr. KENNEDY, of Indiana, after some intro- 
ductory remarks, said it was not so material to 
him whether General Jackson or other distin- 


| guished men went to a certain point, as whether 
| the pointitself was right. Whether General Jack- 
| son vetoed a measure of this description on the 


ground of constitutiunality orexpediency, he cared 
not now to inquire; but subsequent events had 
satisfied the people that General Jackson was right. 
He believed it was constitutional; but there were 
things in the bill for which, in point of expediency, 
he could not and would not vote, It was a con- 
stitutional and proper exercise of the power of 
Congress to make an appropriation of money for 
the improvement of the western rivers; therefore 
he would go thus far; but when it was attempted 
to introduce asystem which must, if followed out, 
swallow up the whole subject of internal improve- 
ment, he would take the liberty of setting himself 
aguinst it. 

He moved to amend the bill by striking out from 
the sixth to the tenth line inclusive, being the 
$50,000 for the upper Ohio, and $180,000 for the 
lower Ohio, the Mississippi, Missouri, and Ark- 
ansas. 

The two branches of the above clause having 
been amended in Committee of the Whole, a dis- 
cussion ensued upon a point of order as to whether 
the question should be first taken on the amend- 
ments proposed by the committee, or upon the 
entleman from Indiana. 


Mr. DROMGOOLE understood it to be clearly 


established that the amendments made in Com- | 


mittee of the Whole must first be gone through 
with by the House. The Manual was distinct on 
that subject; and in addition to that, it was the 
best way to avoid confusion and get on with the 
business. Why, there had just now been a dozen 


| gentlemen on the floor at once, and nobody could 
ask him what right Congress had to pence a light- |) 


tell what the question was. 

The SPEAKER thought the motion of the gen- 
tleman from Indiana [Mr. Kennepy] was in order. 
‘lhe priority which the gentleman referred to 
related only to the time of putting the question. 
It was in order to offer an amendment to perfect a 
bill before striking out any portion of it. A mo- 
tion was made to strike out; and, before putting 
that question, a motion was made to perfect the 
bill, which was perfectly in order. 

Mr. DROMGOOLE appealed from the decision 
of the Chair. 

The que$tion was taken; and the. Chair was 


| sustained by a vote of—ayes 65, noes 55. 


The question was then puton the second to the 
previous question, and carried. 
The main question was ordered, 


The main question, being on concurring jn 
amendment to increase the appropriation for ; 
| Ohio river between Pittsburg and the falls of Louis. 
| ville, was putand decided in the affirmative—y, 
| 90, nays 87; as follows: " 
| YEAS—Messrs. Abbot, Ashe, Baker, Barnard, Bidlac 
| James Black, Jacob Brinkerhotf, Brodhead, Jere ~) 
Brown, Butfington, Carroll, Causin, Clinch, Cranston, 
ragh, Garrett Davis, Dickey, Douglas, Duncan, Fish Po : 
Foster, French Giddings, Grinnell, Grider, Hardin, Ha ‘; 
; harley 
oseph R. Ingersoll, Irvin, Jameso; 
Perley B. Johnson, John P. Kennedy, Daniel Be 
Kirkpatrick, MeCauslen, McClelland. MeDowe} Mw” 
livaine, Marsh, Edward i. Morris, Joseph Morris, Mor = 
Moseley, Patterson, Pettut, Peyton, Phoenix, Elisha R. Pot 
ter, Emery D. Potter, Preston, Ramsey, Charles M. Reeg 
Ritter, Robinson, Rockwell, Rodney, Rogers, St. Jo 
| Sampic, Schenck, Senter, Severance, David L. Seymour 
| Albert Smith, John T. Smith, Thomas Smith, Catep g' 
Smith, Steenrod, Andrew Stewart, Summers, Thomassop, 
Tibbatts, Tilden, Tyler, Vance, Vanmeter, Vinton, Werth 
ered, White, Winthrop, William Wright, and Yost—99 
NAYS—Messrs. Anderson, Atkinson, Barringer, Belsoy 
Benton, James A. Black, Bower, Bowlin, Boyd, Brengie, 
| Milton Brown, Burke, Burt, Caldwell, Cary, Catlin, Key’ 
| ben Chapman, Augustus A. Chapman, Chappell, Chilton 
| Clingman, Cobb, Coles, Cross, Cullom, Dana, Danie), 
| Richard D. Davis, John W. Davis, Deberry, Dellet, Dick. 
inson, Dillingham, Dromgoole, Dunlap, Etmer, Far 
Ficklin, Byram Green, Hale, Haralson, Hoge, Hopkins 
Houston, Hubard, Hughes, Hungerford, James B. Hunt 
Cave Johnson, Andrew Johnson, George W. Jones, An. 
| drew Kennedy, Preston King, Labranche, Leonard, Lewis 
| Lueas, Lyon, McConnell, McKay, Newton, Norris, Owen, 
| Parmenter, Purdy, Rathbun, David 8. Reid, Reding, Relfe, 
| Russell, Thomas H. Seymour, Simons, Simpson, Robert 
| Smith, Sfence, Stetson, John Stewart, Stiles, Stone, 
Strong, Taylor, Thompson, Weller, Wheaton, Williams, 
Woodward, and Joseph A. Wright—87. 


The question was put on the next amendment, 
inserting ** Wabash”’ after the word * Illinois,” 
and rejected—yeas 41, nays 133; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Adams, Barnard, Buffington, Carroll, 
Causin, Cranston, Darragh, Garrett Davis, Jolin W. Davis, 
Dickey, Dillingham, Fish, Foot, Grinnell, Grider, Hardin, 
Jenks, John P. Kennedy, MclIivane, Edward J. Morris, 
Morse, Moseley, Owen, Pettit, Phenix, Preston, Ramsey, 
Rogers, Sample, Schenck, Severance, Caleb b. Smith, 
Spence, Andrew Stewart, Vance, Vanmeier, Vinton, 
Wethered, White, Winthrop, and Joseph A. Wright—4). 

NAYS—Messrs. Abbot, Anderson, Ashe, Atkinson, 
Baker, Barringer, Belser, Benton, Bidlack, James Black, 
James A. Black, Bower, Bowlin, Boyd, Brengle, Jacob 
Brinkerhoff, Brodhead, Milton Brown, Jeremiah Brown, 
Burke, Burt, Caldwell, Carey, Catlin, Reuben Chapman, 
Augustus A. Chapman, Chappell, Clinch, Cliogman, Cobb, 
Coles, Collamer, Cross, Cullom, Dana, Daniel, Richard D. 
Davis, Deberry, Detlet, Dickinson, Dromgoole, Duncan, 
Dunlap, Ellis, Elmer, Farlee, Foster, French, Giddings, 
Willis Green, Byram Green, Hale, Haralson, Harper, 
Hays, Heuley, Holmes, Hoge, Hopkins, Houston, Hubard, 
Hubbell, Hudson, Hughes, Hungerford, Washington Hunt, 
James B. Hunt, Charlies J. Ingersoll, Joseph R. Ingersoll, 
(rvin, Jameson, Cave Johnson, Periey B. Johnson, Andrew 
Johnson, George W. Jones, Andrew Kennedy, Preston 
King, Daniel P. King, Kirkpatrick, Labranche, Leonard, 
Lueas, Lyon, Marsh, McCaulsen, McClelland, McCon- 
nell, McDowell, McKay, Joseph Morris, Newton, Norris, 
Parmenter, Peyton, Emery D. Potter, Purdy, Rathbun, 
Charles M. Reed, David 3. Reid, Reding, Relfe, Ritter, 
Robinson, Rockwell, Rodney, Russell, St. John, Senter, 
Thomas fi. Seymour, David ia Seymour, Simpson, Slidell, 
John T. Smith, Thomas Smith, Robert Smith, Steenrod, 
Stetson, John Stewart, Stiles, Stone, Strong, Summers, 
Taylor, ‘Thompson, Tibbatts, Tilden, Tyler, Weller, 
Wheaton, Williams, Woodward, William Wright, and 
Yost—133. 


| 
The next amendment was to increase the ap- 
| propriation of gine to $223,000 for the im- 
rovement of the Ohio river, below the falls at 
E daisvitle, and of the Mississippi, Missouri, Illi- 
nois, and Arkansas rivers. ' 
The yeas and nays were called for; and being 
ordered, resulted—yeas 85, nays 92; as follows: 
YEAS—Messrs. Adams, Ashe, Baker, Barnard, Bower, 
Bowlin, Boyd, Milton Brown, William J. Brown, Jeremiah 
Brown, Buffington, Carroll, Causin, Clinch, Cranston, 
Darragh, Garrett Davis, Dellett, Dickey, Douglass, Duncan, 
| Fish, Foot, Foster, French, Willis Green Grinnell, Grider, 
Hardin, Harper, Henley, Hoge, Hudson, Washington Hunt, 
Joseph KR. Ingersoll, Irvin, Jameson, Jenks, Perley B. John- 


Hays, Henley 


ubbell, Hudson, Washington Hunt, ¢ 
J. meproell, 


hn, 








son, John P. Kennedy, Labranche, Lyon, Marsh, McCaus- 
len, Mclivaine, Edward J. Morris, Joseph Morris, Morse, 
Mosely, Owen, Pattersop, Peyton, Phenix, Emery D. 
Potter, Preston, Ramsey, Charles M. Reed, Relfe, Rock- 
well, Rodney, Rogers, Sample, Severance, Slidel!, Thomas 
Smith, Caleb B. Smith, Robert Smith, Spence, Steenrod, 
Stephens, Andrew Stewart, Stone, Summers, ‘Thomas- 
son, Tibbatts, Tilden, Tyler, Vance, Vanmeter, Vinton, 
Weller, Wentworth, White, Winthrop, and William Wright 


NAYS—Messrs. Abbott, Atkinson, Barringer, Belset, 
Benton, Bidiack, James Black, James A. Biack, Black- 
well, Brengle, Brodhead, Burke, Burt, Caldwell, Cary, 
Catlin, Reuben Chapman, Augustus A. Chapman, Chap: 
pell, Chilton, Clingman, Cobb, Coles, Coliamer, Cross, 
Cullom, Dana, Daniel, Richard D. Davis, John W. Daves, 
Deberry, Dickinson, Dillingham, Dromgoole, Duniap, Ellis, 
Elmer Farlee, Giddings, Byram Green, Hale, Haralson, 
Hays, Holmes, Hopkins, Houston, Hubard, Hubbell, Hun- 
— James B. Bent, Cave Johnson, Andrew Johnson, 

orge W. Jones, Andrew Kennedy, Preston King, Daniel 
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Jtvenndy Leowwieyi-ncen, McClelland 
? > 
e King NicDowell, McKay, Newton, Norris, Pratt, 
“ itathbun, David S. Reid, Reding, Ritter, Robinson, 
pe jj, St, John, Senter, Thomas H. Seymour, David L. | 
a ae Simons, Simpson, John T. Smith, Stetson, John | 
Sa Stiles, Strong, Taylor, Thompson, Wheaton, Wil- 
ae Woodward, Joseph A. Wright, and Yost—92. 
“ 


So the amendment was not agreed to. 


Mr. KENNEDY, of Indiana, moved to strike 
out all after the enacting clause, and insert a sub- 
gitute, which appeared to be the bill adopted in | 
committee, except so far as relates to the Illinois | 
river, the word ** Illinois’’ being stricken out. 

There was understood to be another variance 
ofno great importance. It was also stated the 
4223,000 appropriation remained, upon which the 
House had just acted. : ; 

Some irregular conversation ensued, in the | 
course of which, s ! | 

Mr. KENNEDY, of Indiana, explained that 
the substitute was interlined in one articular of | 
which he was not aware at the time he offered it. | 
He intended to offer the bill as it came from the 
committee, with the word ‘* Illinois’’ stricken out, 
and he wished the substitute to be made what he 
designed it to be. | 

Objections were made to any modification of | 
the substitute; andm: ‘ conversation and excite- 
ment prevailed, duri:... which a motion to adjourn 
was made, the vote on which was taken by 
Messrs. C. Jounson and HogGz, as tellers; and 
resulted —80 in the affirmative, 63 in the negative. | 

The House then adjourned. 





The following petitions, presented to-day, were handed 
to the reporters by the members presenting them: 

by Mr. WENTWORTH: The petition of sundry citi- 
zens from Kane and De Kalb counties, in the State of Ili- 
nois, fora mail route from St, Charles, Kane county, via 
Berkshire, Genoa, and Hick’s Mills, to Cleveland, Boon 
county, Hlinois ; which was referred to the Committee on 
the Post Office and Post Roads. 


By Mr. HUBBELL: The petition of Jeremiah Wright, | 


of Livingston county, New York, praying Congress to grant 
him a pension from the time of his discharge in the sum- 
mer of 1815, in the last war, until November, 1828, when 


|| to any particular form or system that might be 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


STATISTICS OF COMMERCE AND NAVIGATION. 


On motion of Mr. EVANS, one hundred and | 
| fifty additional copies were ordered to be printed, | 
| for the use of the Department, of the report from 
| the Treasury Department of the annual statistics 
| of commerce and navigation. 


GENERAL EDUCATION. 


Mr. WOODBURY submitted the following res- 
olution: 


Resolved, That the Committee on the District of Colum- 
bia be directed to inquire into the expediency of establish- 
ing within the District some system of elementary educa- 
tion, which shall be open and free to the children of all its 
citizens; and if forming an opinion in favor of such a sys- 
tem, that they examine and report the best one for that pur- 
pose ; and the best mode, whether by local taxation or other- 
wise, of supporting the system. 


Mr. W. said that the resolution was one merely 
of inquiry, and offered at the request of some of 
the citizens of the District. He was not partial 








| adopted; but Congress having exclusive power of 
| legislation for the District, and this being a sub- 
| ject of vast importance, it was certainly worthy 
| of examination by the committee. He therefore 
| hoped the subject would be sent to the committee | 
without delay. 

The question was put on the resolution; and it | 


BILL INTRODUCED. 
Mr. BAGBY, on leave, introduced a bill for the 


| relief of certain persons who lost their right of pre- 
| emption to enter lands under the preémption act 
of June 19, 1834, by the location of reservations | 
under the late treaty with the Creek Indians, for 
the chiefs and orphans of that tribe; which was 
read twice, and referred to the Committee on Pub- 
lic Lands. 
NEW COLLECTION DISTRICT. 


The following resolution, reported from the 
Committee on Commerce, by Mr. Huntineton, 
on Tuesday last, was taken up, and agreed to: 








he was placed on the pension roll; which was referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HALE: The memorial of John R. St. John, al- 
leging that he has discovered a priuciple by which the vari- 
ation Of the magnetic needle from due north, at all times 
and places, under any circumstances, may be readily and 
accurately ascertained; and also has invented a machine 
for accurately measuriug the distance a vessel sails in a 
given time, and praying Congress to make an appropriation 
lor purchasing the same for national use; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. DAVIS, of Indiana: The petition of George Wash- 
ington Chambers and twenty-two others, citizens of Sulli- 
van county, Indiana, asking a donation of land to improve 
the navigation of the Wabash river. Also, the petition of 
George Young and twenty-one others, citizens of Knox 
county, Indiana, upon the same subject. 

By Mr. HAMLIN: Thg petition of Joseph Kelsey, and 
about one hundred others, citizens of Maine, for a reduc- 
tion of letter postage to three cents throughout the United 
States, and for a similar reduction of postage on newspa- 
persand pamphlets, and for the entire abolition of the frank- 
ing privilege ; whieh was referred to the Committee on the 
Post Office and Post Roads. 


By Mr. SAMPLE: The petition of Henry Robinson and | 


turty-nine others, citizens of Benton county, Indiana, 
jraying the establishment of a mail route from Lafayette, 
ludiana, via Parrish Grove, to Peoria, Mlinois. 





IN SENATE. 
Tuurspay, April 18, 1844. 


Mr. TAPPAN presented, from the citizens of | 
Granger, in the county of Medina, Ohio, and of | 
Austinburg, Ashtabula county, Ohio, two remon- 


strances against the annexation of Texas to the 
Union; which were ordered to lie on the table. 


Mr.CRITTENDEN presented a memorial from | 


ciuzens of Lebanon county, Pennsylvania, in 
which the memorialists respectfully suggest their 
opinion that any modification or change of the 
tariff of 1842, at the present session of Congress, 
would be injurious; and they pray that Congress 
will abstain from any legislation on the subject. 
Mr. C. gave an assurance to the memorialists that 
their prayer would be regarded; that nothing 


would be done with the tariff at the present ses- | 


sion of Congress. ‘The memorial was referred to 
the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. ARCHER presented a memorial from 
Fredericksburg, Virginia, askig that the present 
tariff of duties may not be disturbed. 

Mr. CHOATE presented a petition from Mrs. 
Green, of New York, praying for a naval pension 
for the naval services of her late husband; which 
was referred so the Committee on Naval Affairs. 


. 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be instructed 
|| to institute inquiries as to the trade and commerce, foreign 
and domestic, of the Gulf of Mexico, between the port of 
St. Marks and Charlotte bay, and especially at or near the 
Cedar Keys; and that he report to the Senate, at its next 
|| session, the facts he shall obtain, with his opinion of the 

expediency of the establishment of a new collection dis- 
trict, with a port of entry at the Cedar Keys. 


GEORGE HARRISON. 
The adverse report of the Committee on Claims 


in the case of George Harrison, praying to be 


released from liability for the amount of overpay- 
ments made by him while paymaster in the Army, 
and to be allowed a commission on his disburse- 
ments, was taken up. 

After a few remarks by Mr. CRITTENDEN, 


showing that the conclusions of the committee— 








08 


report from the committee, showing the quantit 
of matter, and the cost of publishing this ood 
in the ordinary way. Mr. Greenhow, he be- 
lieved, was a clerk in the Department of State, 
and had prepared his work while in the public 
service, and under the direction of the Secretary 
of State. He was opposed to the practice of Con- 
gress becoming a patron of literature generally, 
He did not deem it necessary in any case, and 
especially in cases of this kind, for Congress to 
become the“irst purchaser of works which con- 
cerned the public in general. Such a work as 
this, going fully into the interesting question of 
the title of this country to the Territory of Ore- 
gon, required no patronage from the Government. 
The best patronage in this country was that of 
the reading public; and any man who compiles 
such a work as Mr. Greenhow’s—if it was such 
as it was represented to be—would find that he 
could sell to the booksellers for sufficient to com- 
pensate him for his labor. He held, therefore, 
that it was wholly unnecessary to have the pub- 
lication of this work placed under the patronage 
of the Government. If Mr. Greenhow had pub- 
lished his book, instead of making this apitioas 
tion to Congress, five thousand copies of it could 
| have been sold in two or three months in the 











| western country alone. It was a work that would 
was adopted. || 


be in very extensive demand. But if Mr. Green- 
how was waiting for the patronage of Congress, 
by the passage of this bill; waiting for remuner- 
ation from the Government; and if the work 
would, by the delay in its publication, lose its 
interest, it was his own fault. If he had gone on 
in the beginning of the winter, and sold the right 
to the publishers, he might easily have sold a suf- 
ficient number of copies to defray all the expenses 
of publication; but the probability was, that now 
he could scarcely sell a copy, or, at least, thesale 
would be very limited. e thought, however, 
that there was no reason why Congress should 
purchase fifteen hundred copies for any purpose 
whatever. He was opposed to this system of 
patronage. In the present case, he deemed it 
wholly unnecessary. 


ator from Ohio, [Mr. Tappan,] in the observa- 
tions which he had addressed to the Senate, to 
call for a report from the committee. Before he 
proceeded to reply to the observations of that 
gentleman, he would inquire what report he 
wanted. ‘There were two reports, one of which 
accompanied the bill. The other was a state- 
ment by Mr. Greenhow himself. 

Mr. TAPPAN wished to have the report 
which stated what would be the actual cost of 
printing the work. 

The detailed statement of Mr. Greenhow was 
then read by the Clerk; which went to show that 





‘*that the prayer ought not to be granted’’—were 
not properly founded, and Mr. PHELPS in sup- 


question merely, 


port of the decision of the committee as a legal | 


the one thousand five hundred copies could not 
be furnished for less than $3,000 to afford any 
compensation to the author. 


Mr. ARCHER said he could not but express 





Mr. CRITTENDEN moved to strike from the 


resolution of the committee the word ‘* not,’’ so 


| of the petition ought to be granted.”’ 
| This amendment was agreed to; and, on his 
|| further motion, the subject was recommitted to 
the Committee on Claims, with instructions to 
|| report a bill for the relief of the petitioner. 


HISTORY OF OREGON. 


On motion of Mr. ARCHER, the previous or- 
|| ders of the day were postponed, and the Senate 
took up, as in Committee of the Whole, the bill 
|| for the purchase of certain copies of the History 








] the north and west coast of North America. 
| Mr. TAPPAN moved tostrike out that portion 


| 


|| the distribution of copies of this book to mem- 
bers of Congress and officers of the Government. 
Mr. ARCHER acceded tothis motion. He had 
supposed it would better conform to the object of 
the Senator from Ohio [Mr. Tarpay] to consider 
it in blank; because he (Mr. A.) presumed that 
the Senator, as chairman of the Library Commit- 
|| tee, would like to have some disposal of the books, 
} in the event cf the passage of the bill. He was 
| willing to consider it in blank, so as to receive any 
| proposition that the honorable Senator from Ohio 
| might think proper to make. 
| Mr. TAPPAN said he would like to have some 
* 


| 





| 








as to make the resolution read ‘that the prayer | 


|| of Oregon, California, and other Territories on | 


of the last section of the bill which provides for | 


|| his surprise that a gentleman, eminently literary 
|| as the Senator from Ohio was known to be, should 
so strongly oppose the passage of the bill now 
|| under consideration. He had nothing left to do 
|| but to appeal to the declaration of the honorable 
| Senator himself, that this was a work of very 
|| great value, and that its value was peculiarly 
|| great at the present time. ‘This question at issue 
|| between the Government of the United States and 
|| that of Great Britain was now about to be de- 
|| cided; and whether the negotiation should resuit 
|| one way or the other, it was necessary to have 
|| correct information on the subject. He appealed 
i to the honorable Senator from Ohio, (Mr. Tar- 
|| pan,] and to the Senate, to decide whether it was 
|| not of the utmost importance that the people of 
t} 

| 





the United States should have full am authentic 
information in relation to the subject of negotia- 
|| tion? No man would deny that the information. 
|| could not be obtained in a correct form —e 

through the medium of Mr. Greenhow’s work, 
| without expending a vast amount of labor and 
time. The Senator from Ohio said that Mr. 
'| Greenhow was a clerk in the Department of 
State, and that he had compiled this book while 
in the discharge of his duty in that Department. 

Some years ago, when Mr. Forsyth was Secre- 
tary of State, Mr. Greenhow, by his authority, 
|| did make a compilation. It was highly com- 
|| mended by the Secretary, and this body demon- 
\| strated its approbation of its merits. 


Mr. ARCHER understood the honorable sen: - 
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Ohio himself. 


assistance of the Government. 


States. 


it was admitted on all sides that the book was 
-of great value, and required great labor in its com- 
pilatuion, It was also allowed that the present 


movement was anexigent one. The information 


contained in Mr. Greenhow’s work was of the 
ulmost importance; and that information could 


Was this 
a moment, when this man did not claim a dona- 
tion, but an act of strict justice—when all at- 


not be had except through his book. 


tested the value of the work—to say that it should 


be a loss to the author? He was not prepared to 
avail himself of the labors of another, and make 


him no sort of remuneration, and yet that would 
be the effect on the part of the Senate of a refusal 
ofee this bill. 


s an evidence of the value of the work under 
consideration, even the former work of Mr. Green- 


how, upon which this was founded, received the 
very highestcommendation in England,Germany, 


and France. In their reviews they freely acknowl- 


edge the value of that compilation. Here was a 
work enlarging upon the former compilation, and 
showing clearly the grounds upon which the claim 
of the United States to the Territory of Oregon 
was based. We would perhaps conduct this ne- 
gouation to a successful issue, by means of the 
very arms put into our hands by Mr. Greenhow; 
and yet gentlemen on the other side seemed dis- 
posed to drive from the doors of Congress the 
very man who had put these implements of suc- 
cess into our hands. 
driven from the doors? Not only by making 
him a loser for having rendered benefits to the 
Government of the United States, but by refusing 
to do him an act of justice. 

This was the real state of the question under 
consideration before the Senate. 
carried with it a conclusion, to which he had not 
the least doubt the Senate was going to come, and 
he waited its decision without any apprehension 
that it would be unfavorable. 

Mr. TAPPAN had another objection. He 
hoped that the Governwent would not be at the 
expense of paying Mr. Greenhow for a map, 
when there was already in the Department of 
State a map of Oregon Territory, superior, he 
would undertake to Say, to any that had been 
drawn by Mr. Greenhow. 

Mr. ARCHER observed that there was no 
extra charge forthe map. It went with the book. 

Mr. TAPPAN remarked that, even if it did, 
the Government owned a better map than the 
author of this work could produce, and the Gov- 
ernment ought certainly not to pay him for making 
a map inferior to that which was already in its 
possession. 


Mr. ALLEN had not designed to say anything 


upon this subject, and he should not now do so, | 


but from thagery peculiar tone of complaint which 
the hanepalll 

ER] had maintained in this matter. He seemed 
inclined to think that those who did not go in favor 
of this bill were disposed to do an act of great 
injustice, and that Mr. Greenhow had a right to 
come here and insist upon Congress acceding to 
his proposition. It was presented as a question 
ape or injustice; but it behooved Senators 
to look to the question as it was. What was the 
case? It was briefly this: an officer in the State 
Depariment was directed by the head of that De- 
partment to prepare an official communication to 
Congress for the use of the Government, from the 


archives of the Department. He performed that | 


According to the 
statement made by Mr. Greenhow to him, he 
must inevitably suffer a loss, unless this aid be 
afforded him by the Government of the United 


Lhe statement | 


e Senator from Virginia [Mr. Arcn- | 
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| 
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work, and faithfully. The work was found to be 
valuable, and as such, he got, as compensation 
| for his labor, an annual salary. The work was 
| a public document, prepared by order of the pub- 
lic officer at the head of the State Department, and 
> 
and recognized by all the world asa public docu- 
/ment. There was no copyright resulting from 
| the production of this work. It was incorporated 


|| among the public documents of Congress, period 


by both Houses, and might be reprinted by any 
establishment in the United States. It could be 
_ reprinted by the Harpers, and, he had no doubt, 


'| sold at the rate of twenty-five centsa copy. After 


| all this, the gentleman who compiled the work 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE: 


Mr. Greenhow was induced, after the publica- 
tion of this work, to look further into the subject— 
to consult authorities—documents, manuscripts, 
&c.; and he became convinced that he could pro- 
duce a book of much higher value than he had |} 
produced by the order of the Secretary. The || communicated to Congress as a public document; 
work now under consideration was the result. 
Mr. Greenhow stated that he had been employed 
six years in the production of this book, which 
was a fact acknowledged by the Sehator from 
What was the character of the 
book? It was a work, as the report said, which, 
from its peculiar character, could not be sold; 
and therefore could not be published without a 
material loss to the man who had expended so 
much labor in its compilation, unless with the 


| 
| 
| 


| turned his attention to the subject again, and en- | 


| larged upon it by referring to other documents, 
_and embracing in it other matter. This he vol- 


| untarily undertook, and he now brought forth the 


'| work ina new form—as matter of private property. 








|} 
it 


| He, without any intimation from the Government 
1 
{| 


that anything further was wanted than the original 
compilation, now made his application to Con- 
gress to purchase fifteen hundred copies of his 
book; and a bill was introduced for that purpose. 
In this particular, and at this point, Congress met 
him as a private citizen. He tendered the prod- 
ucts of his own brain; and it remained for Con- 
gress to say whether or not it should be willing 
to become the first large purchaser of this work 
from a private citizen. here was, therefore, no 
right upon his part, more than upon the part of 

r. Bancroft, or of Mr. Prescott, or of any other 
ablé and learned minds and men of genius in this 
country, to make suchanapplication. They had 
no right to demand of Congress the purchase of 
fifteen hundred copies of their works, or of onc 


copy. 
| Reins the Secretary of the Treasury was 
required to communicate to Congress, at every 


session, a report on finance; after making a report, 
suppose he should elaborate that report, and en- 
large it into an essay on finance, and present it 
to Congress at the next session, and demand that 
the Government should purchase fifteen hundred 
copies: would it not stand upon precisely the 


| Same ground upon which this application stood? 
| Precisely the same. 


| possible for Congress to set this precedent of be- 


He did not see how it was 


coming the first purchaser of works produced by 


|| every literary gentleman throughout the country. 
And how would he be | 


To say that this was a work of very deep interest 
to the whole country, was to say nothing more 
than could be said of thousands of others. What 


|| Was it compared with works treating upon the 
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financial policy of the Government? Finance was 
a subject that admitted of no fixed principle. It 


| would endure for an indefinite term oF genes. It 


was, therefore, an important subject. It was for- 
ever agitating the country; and yet, should we be 
told that, when a gentleman thought roper to 
write a work on finance, it was drivin in from 
the doors of Congress to refuse to purchase fifteen 
hundred copies? Every question of appropria- 
tion involved likewise a question of taxation. 
Senators should not stand here bestowing favors 
upon men, without remembering that they were 


oaee burdens upon the people. 
t 


would be a fortunate circumstance—if, by the 
action of the Government, it was possible—to re- 
quire, whenever an appropriation was made, the 
ame bill to carry with ita tax. Then there would 
be check upon appropriations. It would be the 
wisest invention of modern times, if some man 
could devise a plan by which every bill should 
carry with it a tax necessary to make the appro- 
priation. But when we had the money in our 
possession, or had the means of getting it without 
obtaining it in the direct form of a tax, there was 
no difficulty in voting appropriations; and hence 
it was that so many appropriations were made, 
when it was scarcely known what they were made 
for. The disposition to extend the charitable 
hand of the Government, in this case, carried with 
it the dangerous precedent of making the Govern- 
ment the first purchaser of all literary works pro- 
duced in the country. What work on political 
economy was there that would not concern the 
ublic welfare? He took his stand eee this 
ill, not as having anything against this gentle- 
man, for he believed him to be a very meritorious 
man; but as a public man, whose duty it was to 
guard the public interest. He would not lend his 
sanction to such precedents. He wished it to be 
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distinctly impressed upon the minds 0 

a ee he repeated the declaration—-shat‘ 
a eterweas carried with it a tax upon the " 
ple t was against taxation that he levele i 
objections now. If the expenditures of the Gor. 
ernment were not limited, taxation could not ‘4 
limited. : 

He was glad to find that his colleague had called 
the attention of the Senate to the main Objection 
to this bill. Whatever might be his kindness to, 
wards the individual who made the ap lication 
his duty as a public man ae that a should 
oppose the passage of this bill through the Senay» 
of the United States. ; 

Mr. BUCHANAN rose to address the Senate 

Mr. MERRICK suggested that the hour for 
the special order had arrived. 

Mr. ARCHER made an appeal to the Senator 
from Maryland, and hoped he would not press 
the special order. 

Mr. MERRICK did not like to have the orde, 
of the day put off in this manner; but he had np 
desire to obstruct the business before the Senate, 

Mr. ARCHER said he would promise to cal 
for the special order in half an hour, if the bill 
under consideration was not disposed of by that 
time. 

Mr. BUCHANAN remarked that he had by; 
afew words to say upon this subject, and he 
should make good his promise that he would de. 
tain the Senate but a very few moments. 

The President of this body had appointed him 
a member of the Committee on Foreign Relations: 
and he was very happy to serve under so Worthy 
a chief as his friend from Virginia. This subject 
was referred to the Committee on Foreign Rela. 
tions; and, without the slightest partiality, with. 
out the slightest feeling towards Mr. Greenhow 
or his book, he had considered the matter upon 
the principles of strict justice; and if in justice~ 
in strict justice—under the peculiar circumstances 
of the case, the Senate ought not to make this 
subscription to Mr. Greenhow’s book, he hoped 
that it would not be made. He put it entirely 
upon that ground. It was nota question of gratu- 
ity at all; it was a question of strict justice. 

When the chairman of the committee framed 
the bill, he did not consult the other members 
about the disposal of the books; and when he 
learned that each member of Congress was to re- 
ceive a copy, he objected to that clause, and the 
chairman at once agreed to strike it out. He ob- 
jected to it because he held that, having once put 
down the practice of purchasing books for mem- 
bers of Congress, it should be discountenanced 
forever. There was nothing, in a small way, 
more corrupting—nothing more disgraceful to 
members of Congress—than to purchase books 
for themselves at the expense of the Government. 

That objection was now removed by the ament- 
ment of his friend from Ohio, [Mr. Tappay.] 
What was the argument advanced against this 
bill? That it would be a precedent for other 
cases; and that Mr. Bancroft, Mr. Prescott, or 
any other distinguished literary man, could ap- 
peal to Congress with a similar claim to havea 
subscription for his productions that Mr. Green- 
how did. More than this, his friend from Ohio 
(Mr. Aten] said that the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury could dress up one of his annual reports, and 
make an elaborate essay upon finance of it, and 
then make a similar appeal, with quite as great a 
show of justice as this appeal was made. 

Now, he thought that.when the objections came 
to be considered by Senators, it would be found 
that there was nothing at all in them. This was 
a most peculiar case; and he trusted no case simi- 
lar to it might ever arise under the Government. 
But if it did, he should be very glad to obtain the 
information which we had obtained through the 
exertions of Mr. Greenhow at a cost of five times 
the amount of $3,000. Yes, six oe ago, if he 
could have contracted to obtain the information 
on the subject of our title to the Territory of 
Oregon contained in this book, he would willing- 
ly have voted $20,000 to procure it. 

He had said this was a particular case. It had 
been jn agitation between the Government of the 
United States and that of Great Britain for more 
than a quarter of a century; and, with all respect 
to those who hhd discussed the subject, urftil Mr. 
Greenhow made his compilation, we never under- 
stood our own case. It is true that we had right- 
eously claimed the title to the territory at the mouth 
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— amaeenaseememmemenenennanenceenivneerenans 
of the Columbia, and to the sources of that river, | to obtain correct information on this vital ques- | Mr. HUNTINGTON understood the 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


. : i ab } 
py discovery but we never had an examination |; tion. 


into the old Spanish tive, and the history of the || 


While he lived he should not accept a book || 


old Spanish voyages, which gave us aright upto || purchased with the public money. He thought, || 
however, that in justice to Mr. Greenhow, the | 

iry, patience, ability, and experience; and the ob- |, least Congress could do, when this book was so 
urgently needed, and when he laboriously com- || 
piled it, was to purchase fifteen hundred copies; | 
All this was undertaken by this gentleman; and || and after doing that, even, we should owe him a |} 


540 40’ of north latitude. It required time, indus- | 


taining from Madrid an examination of a great | 
many Spanish manuscripts and printed journals. 


| 


aii the information furnished in such a manner as | 
o present the cause of the United States to the | 
whole world ina different light from that in which |) 
ithad ever been presented before. 


debt of gratitude for ee us clear in the right, 
not only in the forty-ninth degree, but in the fifty- 
fourth degree of north latitude. 


His position under the committee had enabled 


And was this man, who had thus labored in the | him to obtain the facts which he had stated; and 
cause of his country—who had thus rendered an || he. had no disposition to do anything for Mr. 


essentual service to the Government—to be ruined 
by his attempt to sustain our claim? for, unless 
this subscription were awarded him; unless he 
could obtain it from the Government, the’ little 
means which he had acquired from his salary of 
$1,600 a year would be entirely exhausted. He 
must sell twenty-five hundred copies of this work 
in order to make himself whole; but he believed | 
that he never could seli twenty-five hundred cop- || 
ies in this country. He asked him would not the 
bookseller agree to take the book for nothing. His 
answer was **no.”? We all knew that the history 
of Oregon and California was not'a subject calcu- 
lated to excite general attention. It was a subject | 
in which the general reader took little interest. | 


| 
i| 





Few but scientific men would purchase it; and he || that he suffered a loss by the publication, and that 


ventured to say that there would not be a sale of |, 
one thousand copies in this country. That was 
Mr. Greenhow’s opinion, 


demand for the work in England. Mr. Green- 
how had an order for two hundred and odd copies 
from a great bookseller in London. This was 
most joyful information to him, because, in the | 
history of all our contests with England, our side || 
of the question had never been presented there. 
If this book should be published, and circulated 
there, it would produce much effect in our favor 
upon the minds of the people of England. He 
was afraid that the intimation of his friend from 
Virginia, [Mr. Arncuer,] that weshould probably 
have a treaty upon the subject of Oregon, would |; 
turn out to be futile. He hoped the honorable | 
Senator had some information to support the inti- 
mation; but until he had the most authentic assur- 
ance himself of that fact, he should still remain 
convinced that, until the Government of the States 1 
took some more decided action upon the subject, || 
we should have no treaty with England, and no 
settlement of this question. 
Why say that this gentleman got a salary of | 
$1,600 a year? Were we entitled, on thataccount, | 
to receive all the labors of his mind during those 
hours which he was not called upon or required 
by law to spend in the discharge of his duty, for | 
the last five or six years? But he did not desire | 
to go into that question. 
Here was a book containing the most inval- | 
uable information; and it was asked of Congress 
to take fifteen hundred copies. 
copies to be appropriated? Most certainly they 


| 








Were to go to the State Legislatures and to the || 


public libraries; they were to go everywhere 
throughout this country, where public men who, | 
inall probability, never would see the book unless | 
this sabscription was made, would obtain posses- | 
sion of it, and examine into the subject of our | 
claim. Here was the Senate gravely deliberating 
in debate about a sum of $3,000, when every day | 





itexpended twice that amount in printing docu- 
ments which no man ever cared to read. There 
was the document of Mr. William Cost Johnson, 
a report of five or six hundred pages. There | 
were documents—many of them, too—printed by | 
the Senate, much larger than this book; and | 


es these was a report of another member of | 
the 


How were these || 


| that the author would receive sufficient patronage 


| why not compensate Mr. Greenhow for his ex- 
. || penditure and time by an appropriation of money, 
He understood there was some prospect of a || in preference to the mode proposed? He moved 


| the work, and the justice of compensating Mr. 


| He opposed the amendment. 


} 


| 


| 


ouse of Representatives. The Senate was || 


daily in the habit of printing documents of all || 


kinds for which there was no 
and yet gentlemen talked of t 
this project! He declared that, industrious as he 
was, he had not time to read one tenth of the 
matter thus printed. . 

And now it was made a question whether a 
book, eminently calculated to settle a controversy 


preeing necessity; || 
e extravagance of || 


| Greenhow but what was just. He was satisfied, 
| however, that it would be doing him less than 
| justice to refuse to buy these fifteen hundred cop- 
| 1es of that work. He knew that, in his own State 
| at least, this question of title to Oregon had ex- 
| cited a very deep interest. 
| felt assured, would be considered 
| laid out, than in disseminating the information 


No appropriation, he | 
y them better 


which this book contained. 
Mr. ALLEN called for the yeas and nays; 
which were ordered. 


Mr. TAPPAN observed that his position was, 


from the public, and that Congress had no busi- 
ness with buying his books. If it were proved 


it was a work indispensable to the Government, 


to strike out the first section of the bill; and, if 
that motion prevailed, he would subsequently 
move to amend the second section, so that Mr. 
Greenhow should be compensated for the expense 
and labor incurred by him. 

Mr. ARCHER viewed this motion as an effort 
to destroy the bill, not to amend it. Should the 
motion prevail, the Senator’s hostility would re- 
main as strong as ever against any appropriation. 
Mr. A. argued strongly in favor of the merits of | 


Greenhow in the manner proposed by the bill. 


The subject was further debated by Messrs. 


| TAPPAN and BAGBY in opposition to the bill, | 


and by Messrs. BAYARD and WALKER in its 
support. " 

‘The question was then taken on Mr. Tappan’s 
amendment, and it was rejected. 

The question then came up on ordering the bill 
to be engrossed for a third reading; on which the 
yeas and nays were called for, and ordered; and 
they resulted—yeas 27, nays 13; as follows: 

YEAS—Mbssrs. Archer, Atchison, Barrow, Bates, Bay- 
ard, Buchanan, Choate, Clayton, Crittenden, Evans, Fos- 
ter, Francis, Hannegan, Haywood, Huger, Huntington, 
Mangum, Miller, Morehead, Pearce, Phelps, Porter, Sim- 
mons, Upham, Walker, White and Woodbridge—27. 


i} 
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effect o 
the amendment would be to increase the rates 
proposed by the original bill. 

Mr. MERRICK said if this amendment was 
adopted, Congress might as well pass no bill at 
all. It would defeat the principle of increase of 
correspondence, 

The yeas and nays were called for, and ordered, 


Mr. HAYWOOD suggested the propriety of 


| recommitting the bill, with a view of nee 


| back separate bills: one relating to the reduction 


| of postage; one relating to the prevention of 


| depredations on the interests of the Department; 
| and one in relation to the franking privilege. This 
| was the only mode in which a fair and direct vote 
| of the Senate could be had. Each subject would 
be considered distinctively, and the difficulty 
would be avoided of compelling gentlemen to take 
the @hole bill, while strongly objecting to some 
| of its parts. 
Mr. MERRICK observed that any recommittal 
| of the bill now would be a decision that no post 
| office law should be passed this session—the 27th 
| of next month having already been appointed for 


been sufficient discussion on the bill to enable 
| gentlemen to vote as understandingly as they 
| could on separate bills. He preferred taking the 
sense of the Senate as to all amendments deemed 
| necessary, and then upon the bill itself, even if it 
| was to be lost. 

Mr. HAYWOOD remarked that it was difficult 
to get attention concentrated upon a proposition 
involving three distinct objects, each of which was, 
in itself, oa a subject of legislation. 

Mr. MERRICK insisted that, toa great extent, 
the three subjects were so intimately dependent 
| on each other that they could not be separated. 

Mr. HAYWOOD said, as his proposition did 
not seem acceptable to the chairman of the Post 
Office Committee, he would withdraw it. 

| The question recurring on Mr. Hannecan’s 
amendment, 

Mr. WHITE wished his colleague’s proposi- 
tion had been so modified asto have the maximum 
| rate of postage only fifteen cents. He would, 
| however, vote for his motion, with the understand- 

ing that, should it prevail, he would, when the 

bill was taken out of committee, move to make 
| the highest postage fifteen cents; but he was still 
'| more in favor of the general features of the bill 
| itself. 
| ‘The question was then taken by yeas and nays; 
| and resulted—yeas 14, nays 21; as follows: 
| 
| 
| 


|| the adjournment of Congress. Already there had 
1 





YEAS—-Messrs. Allen, Barrow, Colquitt, Foster, Fran 
cis, Fulton, Hannegan, Haywood, Huger, McDuffie, Sevier 
White, Woodbury, and Wright—14. 

NAYS—Messrs. Atherton, Bagby, Bates, Bayard, Breese, 
Choate, Clayton, Evans, Fairfield, Huntington, Mangum, 
Merrick, Miller, Morehead, Pearce, Porter, Semple, Sim- 
|| mons, Sturgeon, Upham, and Woodbridge—21. 


|| So the amendment was rejected. 





NAYS—Messrs. Allen, Atherton, Bagby, Breese, Col- 
quitt, Fairfield, Fulton, McDuffie, Merrick, Semple, Stur- 
geon, Tappan and Woodbury—13. 


So the bill was ordered to be engrossed, and | 


read a third time. 
POSTAGE—FRANKING PRIVILEGE, 


The bill to reduce the rates of postage, to limit || 


the use and correct the abuse of the franking priv- 
ilege, and for the prevention of frauds on the rev- 
enues of the Post Office Department, was taken 
up,as reported from the Committee of the Whole, 
the question pending being on Mr. Hanneoan’s 
motion to strike out part of the first section, from 
the sixth line to the end of the thirteenth line, 
and to insert: 

Upon every letter in manuscript, or paper of any kind, 
being a single sheet, and not exceeding in weight one half 
an ounce, by or upon which information shall be asked or 
communicated in writing, or by marks or signs, there shall 
be charged and collected for conveying the same any dis- 
tance not exceeding one hundred and fifty miles, five cents ; 
and for any distance exceeding one hundred and fifty miles 
and not exceeding three hundred miles, ten cents; and for 
any distance exceeding three hundred miles and not ex- 
ceeding five hundred miles, fifteen cents; and for any dis- 
tance exceeding five hundred miles twenty cents. 

The PRESIDENT stated the pending question. 
Mr. HANNEGAN said he would modify his 


amendment, by changing the distance for the five 


| Mr. HAYWOOD moved to amend the bill, by 
| inserting the following additional provision: 
|| Beit further enacted, That the expenses of the Post Office 
|| Department shail in no case be a charge upon the general 
|| ‘T'reasury of the United States ; and the Postmaster General 
|| is required to reduce the mail transportation and mail ser- 
| vice from time to time when it may become necessary to 
| do it, so as to avoid at all times an excess of expense over 
and above the revenues of the Post Office Department. 
|| Mr. SEVIER hoped the Senator would add a 
|| provision that oe should have atleast 
/ one mail conveyed to each county town in each 
State, in case extreme reductions should become 
necessary. 

Mr. HAYWOOD said that that was already 
| provided for by law. 
| Mr. ALLEN suggested that the question ought 

to be divided. 
| The CHAIR said it was quite in order to di- 
vide the question. 

Mr. ALLEN observed that it was desirable it 
|| should be so, as it would enable him, and he 
| doubted not others, to vote with more satisfaction 
| on the separate propositions. 
| Mr. MERRICK said the law, as it now stands, 
| provides that the Department shall depend on its 
| own income. If that prove insufficient, the De- 
|| partment has to call upon Congress to pass a law 
| for the payment of the deficiency. He —— 





| 
| 


with the most powerful nation on earth, and to |! cents postage from one hundred and fifty to one || this amendment was only intended to defeat the 


end a question of vital im 
should be purchased—fifteen hundred copies of 
this work, for the purpose of enabling public men 


i 
| 


rtance to the country, || hundred miles. 


The question was then stated, with this modifi- 
cation. 


| bill. It could have no other object, as it could 
not prevent a future session of Congress from 
| passing a law to pay a post office deficit. 
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Mr. HAYWOOD remarked that if an experi- 
ment was to be tried of low postage, provision 


should be made for the consequence in time. Once | 
the reduction takes place, the public never will | 
consent to raising the rates again; and if the in- | 
come fall short of the expenditure, the Treasury || 


will be the sufferer. He suggested that the ques- 
tion was not susceptible of division. He called 
for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. MERRICK observed that there was not 
revenue now for the support of the Department; 
and if this bill was not passed, the Postmaster 
General would have to call on Congress for alaw 
to pay the deficiency. 

Mr. SIMMONS suggested the propriety of the 
Senator from North Carolina [Mr. Haywoop] 
withdrawing his motion at this stage of the pro- 
ceedings. 2 

Mr. HAYWOOD assenting, the motion, by 
unanimous consent, was withdrawn. 


Mr. EVANS moved to amend the bill by || 


striking out of the first section all from the word 
* at,’’ in the third line, to the word ** ounce,’’ in 


the twenty-third line, and inserting the following: | 


That there shall be charged, in iieu of the rates of post- 
age now established by law, the following rates, namely: 
for every single letter conveyed any distance under thirty 
mites, three cents; for thirty and under one hundred and 
eighty miles, five cents; over one hundred and eighty and 
under four hundred miles, ten cents; over four hundred 
miles, fifteen cents; and for a double letter, double these 
rates ; and for a treble letter, treble these rates; and for a 
quadruple letter, quadruple these rates; and every parcel 
composed of one piece of paper, or which does not exceed 
one quarter of an ounce in weight, shall be considered a 
single letter; and every parcel composed of not more than 
two pieces of paper, or not exceeding one half ounce in 
weight, shall be deemed a double letter: and every parcel 
containing not more than four pieces of paper, or not weigh- 
ing over one ounce, shall be considered a quadruple letter; 
and for every additional quarter of an ounce beyond one 
ounce in weight, the additional postage of a single letter 
shall be added.’’ 


Mr. E. said he only ventured to provose this 
amendment because he was anxious some bill 
should pass; and he feared the origina! bill would 
wholly fail to yield sufficient income to the De- 
partment. The present system consists of five 
distances—one of thirty miles, one of eighty, one 
of one hundred and fifty, one of four hundred, and 
one for all distances beyond four hurdred miles. 
Itseemed extraordinary that the number of letters 
sent for each of these distances should come so 
near corresponding. The Postmas ‘feneral’s 
report shows that, last year, the ° r for the 
first distance (thirty miles) was fc million one 
hundred thousand; for the second, (eighty miles,) 
five million five hundred thousand; for the third, 


(one hundred and fifty miles,) four million seven | 
hundred thousand; for the fourth, (four hundred | 


miles,) five million three hundred thousand; and 
for the greatest distance, four million five hundred 
thousand. But the rate of postage on each of 
the routes was very dissimilar, namely: on the 
first, the shortest distance, the income was only 
$247,000; on the second, the next shortest dis- 


tance, $955,000; on the third, $558,000; but the | 


Jongest distance (beyond four hundred miles) 
yielded an amount equal, very nearly, to the whole 
of the three short distances—§1,126,000. 

He then wentinto a minute statistical review of 
the probable receipts, according to the two rates 


(five and ten cents) proposed by the original bill, | 


and showed that, by his calculation, allowing for 


the increase to be expected from the cheap-post- | 
age system, the income of the Department could 


not meet the necessary expenditures. 


He estimated the deficit at $759,354, at least. | 


He did not know that his own amendment would 


better the bill a great deal; but from the best con- |) 
sideration he had been able to give the subject | 


during the short time he had to make computa- 





| 





tions upon it, he took it for granted, judging by | 


the same statistics which had been his guide in 
computing the probable effects of the rates pro- 


enough to meet the expenses of the Department. 
Mr. MERRICK said that the Post Office Com- 


| 


j 


| to meet its expenses. ! 
| objected to the amendment; he thought it much 


lowest rates that could save the Department from 
loss. The committee did not doubt that there 
would be a decrease of income in the first in- 
stance, in consequence of the sudden reduction 
from an average rate of postage of fourteen cents 
to seven and a half cents; but it was contemplated 
that a considerable saving of expenditures could 
be made, which would cover the probable falling 
off. He then stated the basis of the calculations 
made by the Post Office Committee. [The same 


| as published heretofore during this discussion.]} 

| The Committee had examined the statistics of 
| the penny-post system in England, and ascer- 
| tained from them that, if letter-writin 
| much practiced in this country as in 

not one half of the correspondence of the United 
| States passed through the mail. 


was as 
ngland, 


In fact, a 
the correspondence of England upon the standar 
of population, and applying the rule to the United 
States, the committee computed that a low rate 
of postage here would induce an addition of from 
one hundred million to one hundred and sixty 
million letters to be sent through the mail. The 
committee, however, did not go to the full ex- 
tent of that computation, nor was it necessary 
to do so; for an addition of one third of that com- 
utation would, under the rates proposed in the 
Gill, insure sufficient income to the Department 
On the whole, Mr. M. 


better that the bill should stand asit was. If the 


| the Senator from Maine would modify his amend- 
| ment so as to strike out the three cents rate for 
| thirty miles, and the extension of the five cents 


rate to one hundred and eighty miles, leaving it 
one hundred miles, as in the bill, he should not 
object to fifteen cents being charged for all dis- 
tances over four hundred miles. He called for 
the yeas and nays, which were ordered. 

Mr. HUNTINGTON would not now offer 
amendments to the amendment; but if it should 
be adopted, he would, when the bill came out of 
committee, propose such modifications as he 
thought necessary. 

The PRESIDENT announced that the bill had 
been reported back from the Committee of the 
Whole some days ago, and was now under con- 
sideration in the Senate. 

Mr. WOODBURY observed that there were 
two of the rates proposed by the Senator from 
Maine to which he did not object; the first was 
the low rate of three cents for thirty miles; and 
the next, the highest rate, fifteen cents for the 
maximum. But he objected to extending the five 
cents distance to one hundred and eighty miles. 

Mr. WRIGHT moved to amend the amend- 
ment by inserting one hundred and fifty instead 
of one hundred and eighty miles. 

Mr. WOODBURY moved to make it one hun- 
dred miles instead of either one hundred and fifty 
or one hundred and eighty. 

The question was then put on Mr. Woop- 
BURY’s motion to reduce the five cents distance 
from one hundred and eighty to one hundred 
miles; and it was adopted—ayes twenty-six, noes 
not counted. 

Mr. MERRICK moved to amend the amend- 
ment by striking out all that part of it relating to 


| three cents postage for thirty miles, so that for all 


mittee had made very minute and pains-taking || 
calculations, with a view of ascertaining what || 
rates and what distances would be most pro- || 


ductive of revenue ; and they had become entirely 
satisfied that five cents for all distances under one 
hundred miles, and ten cents for all distances be- 
yond that, for every half ounce, would be the 





i 





| manufacturing place. 


distances of and under one hundred miles, the 
postage should be five cents. 

Mr. ATHERTON said he hoped the motion 
to strike out the rate of three cents for distances 
less than thirty miles would not prevail. This 
reduction he conceived to be, perhaps, the most 
important of any which had been proposed. It 
would be found particularly so at the North, 
where towns of considerable size were frequently 
neareach other. And it was also important, con- 
sidered in relation to its operation on the private 
expresses, of which so much had been said. 
New England was penetrated by railroads, which 


: || ran into the interior in almost all directions from 
posed by the original bill, that the rates he pro- | 


posed, according to distances, would = revenue | 


Boston. These expresses ran between the con- 
siderable places on all these routes. The place 


‘| where he resided—a large manufacturing place, 


containing between six and seven thousand in- 
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places, and have one or more of the 
each of them, operatives in the mills, or pursni 

some other avocation. It was surely import . 
that such be deprived as little as_ possible of “ 
influence of domestic association and family Sang 
And to increase the cheapness and facility wn 
tercommunication would not only confer an lien 
timable benefit to the communities thus situated, 
but would also be advantageous to the Depart. 
ment. . 

Nor would this operation be confined to a few 
localities. There was also the communication 
between all parts of the counties and the shire 
town, where so much business was transacted 
and for which the mails would be used, were not 
the postage rates such as to prevent this in a great 
measure. He was firmly of opinion that this re. 
duction to three cents would increase the revenues 
of the Department. 

The amendment to strike out three cents for 
thirty miles was rejected. 

The question then recurred on Mr. Eyays’s 
amendment, and resulted—yeas 24, nays 17; as 
follows: 

YEAS—Messts. Allen, Atherton, Bagby, Bates, Bayard 
Choate, Clayton, Colquitt, Crittenden, Evans Fairfield 
Fulton, Henderson, Jarnagin, McDufiie, Miller, Pearce’ 
Porter, Sevier, Tappan, Upham, White, Woodbury, and 
Wright—24. 

NAYS—Messrs. Atchison, Barrow, Breese, Buchanan 
Foster, Francis, Hannegan, Haywood, Huntington, Man. 


um, Merrick, Morehead, Semple, Simmons, Sturgeon 

Jalker, and Woodbridge—17. . 

So the amendment was adopted. 

Mr. EVANS observed that an amendment was 
adopted yesterday, confining the franking privi- 
lege to members of Congress to each session of 
Congress, which he thought should be modified. 

Mr. MERRICK explained that it was the 
amendment moved by the Senator from New 
Hampshire, |Mr. Woopzury,] in the eighth sec- 
tion and fifth line, relating to the receipt of com- 
munications addressed to members of Congress. 

Mr. EVANS moved to amend the same section 
and line, by inserting: 

And for a period of thirty days before and thirty days 
afier each session of Congress. 

The amendment was adopted. 


Mr. SEMPLE inquired whether the motion of 
the Senator from New Hampshire |Mr. Aruer- 
TON] yesterday was attached to the eighth sec- 
tion, the amendment then pending being a motion 
of the Senator from New York, (Mr. Wricut,] 
subsequently withdrawn, to strike out the ninth 
section. He wished to know whether the amend- 
ment of the Senator from New Hampshire had 
been entered on the Journal. 

Mr. MERRICK explained that the motion had 
been to amend the section before the motion was 

ut to strike out. 

Mr. TAPPAN suggested a verbal amendment, 
| which was adopted. 
| Mr. HENDERSON moved to amend the bill 
by an additional section, providing that this bill 
shall continue in force till the Ist day of Febru- 
| ary, 1846, and no longer. 

r. CRITTENDEN asked what that was for. 

Mr. HENDERSON said the object was to have 
a limitation fixed, lest the Department, in the 
event of the experiment failing, should become a 





ir children at 








beyond a day fixed. 

r. ALLEN suggested the propriety of a grad- 
uated reduction of one per cent. per year on each 
class of letters, till experience would show what 
the most productive rate would be. 

Mr. MERRICK did not see any use in the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Mis- 
sissippi, [Mr. Biavensén.) The subject would 
always be open to Congress. 

Mr. BUCHANAN did not see that it was a 
matter of consequence whether the amendment 
was adopted or not. The experiment was one 
which would test the question upon which the 
reputatior: of the chairman of the Post Office Com- 
mittee and that of the Postmaster General were at 
stake. It was to test wiiich was the true prophet 

| —the one predicting very fuvorably of the results 


habitants—was only fifteen miles from Lowell, || of experiment, and the other quite the reverse. 


with a railroad between them. 
the railroad route was Manchester, also a lar, 

Now, he had no doubt 
(and he merely mentioned this by way of ittus- 
tration) there might be instances in which pa- 
rents might reside within thirty miles of all these 


Further up on | 


{ 





burden on the Treasury for any length of time 
| 
| 


Mr. MERRICK did not think an experiment 


| fairly made that was not intrasted to its friends, 
| or according to their plan. 

| Mr. EVANS observed that, if this amendment 
| prevailed, at the end of the term assigned no Post 


Office law would be in force. He suggested the 
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propriety of providing for the continuance of the 
resent laws after the time appointed. 
P Mr. HAYWOOD pointed out that the penal 
enactments would also be suspended, 


Mr. EVANS withdrew his suggestion. 





The question was then taken on Mr. Henper- 


son's amendment; and it was rejected, 


was ordered to be printed. 
r e 
THE TARIFF. 


On motion of Mr. EVANS, the bill, asamended, | 


Mr. BAGBY gave notice that to-morrow, at | 


one o'clock, he would move to take up the reso- 
igtion of the Finance Committee, proposing the 


indefinite postponement of the bill introduced by | 
he Senator from South Carolina {[Mr. McDer- | 


rig} relating to the tariff. 
On motion of Mr. EVANS, the Senate then 
adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Tuurspay, pril 18, 1844. 


The Journal having been read, 

Mr. ADAMS observed that he had been re- 
quested, on the part of the executors of William 
Sydney Winder, of Baltimore county, Maryland, 
now no more, to present to the House the camp 
chestof General Washington, used by him during 
ihe revolutionary war. ‘The presentation of this 
relic would probably occupy some time, and he 


would therefore propose that some hour of the | 
day be fixed for the purpose, so that no time || 


might unnecessarily be lost; as, on previous and 
similar occasions, the House had immediately 
adjourned after the ceremony of presentation was 


over. He hoped that the hour of three o’clock || 


would be fixed on, which would leave an hour 
for the presentation of the relic, and bring the 
House to the usual time of adjournment. 


Mr. C. JOHNSON said“he would be gratified | 
if the honorable gentleman from Massachusetts | 
(Cries of | 


would fix the hour at four o’clock. 
*No!’? ** No!” ** Three o’clock !’’} 


Mr. ADAMS expressed his preference for the | 


hour of three o’clock. 

The SPEAKER said that, by general consent 
of the House, the hour of three o’clock would be 
fixed upon. 

WASHINGTON MONUMENT. 


Mr. SIMONS, from the Committee on Engrav- 
ing, to which was referred joint resolution No. 
93, relative to the erection of a national monu- 
ment on public ground, reported the following 
resolution: 

Resolved, That twelve hundred and fifty copies of draft 
of monument, to accompany the report No. 434, relative to 
anational monument, from the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds, be furnished by the Committee on En- 
graving. 

Mr. TIBBATTS asked what was the first busi- 
ness before the House ? 

The SPEAKER said that the first business in 
order was the reception of reports from the stand- 
ing committees; buf the resolution now before the 
House was from a committee that had a right to 
reportat any ume. 

Mr. TIBBATTS observed that he feared the 
resolution would give rise todebate; and he moved 
to lay it on the table. 7 

Mr. C. JOHNSON said he should like to know 
the cost of engraving this map. . 

Mr. SIMONS replied that the motion of the 
gentleman from Kentucky, to lay the resolution 
on the table, prohibited him from giving any ex- 
planation. 

Mr. TIBBATTS said, to allow the gentleman 
to get a vote on his resolution, he would with- 
draw the motion to lay it on the table, and move 
the previou8 question. Subsequently Mr. T. with- 
drew the call for the previous question. 

Mr. SLMONS explained that the map was in- 
tended to accompany the report of the Committee 
on Public Buildings, in relation to the Washing- 
ton monument, and was necessary to render that 
report intelligible. The cost would not exceed 
twenty or twenty-five dollars, at furthest. He 
would remark to the House, as a great deal of 
perturbation had been evinced on the subject of 
maps, and particularly in regard to the map ac- 
companying the report of the Surgeon General, 
(which, it was said, would cost $1,500,) that the 
cost of that map, under the direction of the com- 
mittee, would not be a half nor a third of that 

sum. The cost would not be over $200. 





| Mr. RATHBUN objected to the printing of || 


i 
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this map, as a useless expense, and moved to lay || 
the resolution on the table; which motion was 
carried—ayes 79, noes 57. 

So the resolution was laid on the table. 

Mr. HERRICK presented resolutions of the | 
Legislature of the State of Maine, in relation to || 
the British colonial trade; and moved that they | 
be printed, and referred to the Commfttee on | 
Foreign Affairs. 

Mr. KENNEDY, of Maryland, moved to refer 
them to the Committee on Commerce, as the most | 
appropriate reference. 

The SPEAKER stated that there were two 
motions made—the one to refer the resolution to | 
the Committee on Foreign Affairs, and the other | 
to the Committee on Commerce. ‘The question | 
would be first put on referring to the Committee || 
on Foreign Affairs. 

After some conversation, in which Mr. WIN- 
THROP, Mr. KENNEDY of Maryland, Mr. 
SEVERANCE, Mr. C. J. INGERSOLL, and 
others, took part, the resolution was referred to 
the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Mr. HALE was understood to desire permis- | 
sion to report a bill. 

Mr. TIBBATTS objected to any business out | 


of the regular order. 


| 


THE TARIFF—-TEST VOTE. 


| 

Mr. McKAY roseand remarked that it was with- | 
in the knowledge of the House that he had made || 
several attempts to get the House to go into the || 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union, || 
for the purpose of taking up the tariff bill reported || 
from the Committee of Waysand Means. When 
he first made that motion, he gave notice that he || 


intended to make itevery successive day until the | 





and thus to cause them to partake of the odium, 
the disgrace, and the moral guilt of acrime which 


| had received the execration of the whole civilized 


world. The people of the free States were called 


| upon to make compensation to certain Spaniards 


for the loss of the human desh which they had 
stolen from Africa, and deprived of the rights 
which the God of nature had vested in them; 
and thus the people of the free States would be- 
come partakers of a crime against all laws, both 
human and divine. 

He then proceeded to give the history of the 
case of the Amistad. 

He went on to contend that Jingua and his as- 
sociates were free men; and that the moment they 
landed at New York they were entitled to the 
protection of the laws. In the course of his re- 
marks, he stated that a claim for salvage had been 
made by the citizens of the State of New York, 
where they landed, for assisting in arresting them. 

Mr. STRONG said that, as this was in his dis- 
trict, he would take upon himself to deny that 
any such claim was made. 

Mr. GIDDINGS continued his remarks, com- 
menting on the report of the Committee on For- 


|| eign Affairs; during which he was several times 


set right as to matters of fact by Mr. C. J. Incer- 
soLL, the chairman of that committec. 

‘The SPEAKER announced the expiration of 
the morning hour, and the subject went over. 


Mr. McKAY called for the orders of the day. 
HARBORS AND RIVERS. 


The House resumed the consideration of the 
** bill making appropriations for the improvement 


| of certain harbors and rivers.’’ 


When the House adjourned yesterday,a motion 


| was pending to strike out all after the enactin 
2 


House agreed to it; but he found there was an }p clause, and insert a substitute for the entire bill; 


unwillingness on the part of some members, aris- | 
ing from some temporary cause, and hence he had | 
not persisted in making that motion; but he now | 
gave notice, that both sides-of the House might 
be apprised of it, that it was his intention—and 
he gave this notice now that those how absent 
might be in attendance, as he hoped they would 
be—that on Monday next he should move to go 
into the Committee of the Whole on thestate of the 
Union, for the purpose of taking up that bill. The 


House would permit him to hope that there would || 


be a full attendance. He was not disposed to 
waste the time of the House by the repetition of 
these motions, and therefore he distinctly gave 
notice that if,on Monday next, the House should | 
treat his motion unfavorably, and refuse to agree | 
to it, he should consider it an expression of the 
determination of a majority of the House not to 
act on that bill at the present session, and he 
should cease all further efforts to get that bill up. 


THE AMISTAD SCHOONER. 


The House proceeded to the consideration of 
the resolution reported yesterday by Mr. Cot- | 
LAMER, from the Committee on Manufactures, 
that ten thousand extra copies of the report of the 
Committee on Manufactures, (No. 420,) relative | 
to the tariff and manufactures, be printed. 

Mr. C. J. INGERSOLL made a motion to 
amend the same by adding thereto, after the word 
‘* manufactures ”’ in said resolution, ‘‘and also 
ten thousand copies extra of the report of the | 
Committee on Foreign Affairs in relation to the 
Amistad.’’ 

Mr. GIDDINGS rose to address the House on 
the subject brought to its notice by the report of 
the Committee on Foreign Affairs, remarking that 
it was one on which the House had prohibited their 
constituents from approaching them; and - 
they were called upon by the chairman of that 
committee to appropriate $50,000 for the traders 
in human flesh in Cuba; and in order that the 
whole country might understand the manner in | 
which they did business here, it was proposed to | 
print ten shetguend extra copies of that most ex- | 
traordinary report, quietly to prepare the minds of | 
the people for so extraordinary an act oflegislation. | 
After some allusion to the vote of censure on him- 
self passed by the last Congress in connection with | 
this subject, he proceeded to observe that he felt it 


which, however, contained a provision which Mr. 
Kennepy, of Indiana, who proposed the amend- 
ment, was not aware was contained in it when he 
offered it. His proposition was designed to make 
the bill what it was made by the Committee of 


| the Whole, with the exception of the word * Illi- 
| nois;’’ 


but it was found to retain the increased 

appropriation of $223,000 for the lower Ohio and 
| some other rivers, which the Llouse had rejected. 
| The previous question having been moved and 
sustained, the Chair decided that the gentleman 
from Indiana could neither withdraw nor modify 


| his amendment; and from that decision Mr. K. 


appealed. The question now recurred on the 
appeal from the decision of the Chair; and it was 
sustained by the House. 

The question then recurred on the motion 4o 
strike out all after the enacting clause, and insert 


| the substitute. 


Mr. WHITE called for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and being 
taken, resulted—yeas 65, nays 112. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

The question coming up on the engrossment of 
the bill, 

Mr. COBB moved to lay it on the table. 

The yeas and nays (having been demanded by 
several) were ordered, 
| Mr. WHITE suggested to the gentleman from 
Georgia [Mr. Cops} that the question of engross- 
ment was as much a test question as the question 
of laying on the table, and hoped that the gentle- 
man would withdraw his motion, and suffer the 
| question of engrossment to be taken. 
| Mr. COBB replied that the question on the mo- 
tion made by him was preferred by many gentle- 
men, and he would adhere to it. 

The question being taken on Mr. Cops’s mo- 
tion, resulted—yeas 55, nays 107; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Atkinson, Barringer, Belser, Benton, 
Bidiack, James A. Black, Blackwell, Brodhead, Burke, 
Burt, Caldwell, Catlin, ReuLen Chapman, Augustus A. 
Chapman, Chappell, Clingman, Cobb, Coles, Cullom, Dau 
iel, John W. Davis, Deberry, Dickinson, Dillingham, Drom- 
goole, Hale, Haralson, Herrick, Hopkins, Houston, Hubard, 
Cave Johnson, Andrew Johnson, George W. Jones, Lewis, 
Lucas, McKay, Newton, Norris, Parmenter, Payne, Purdy, 
David’ S. Reid; Reding, Rhett, Roberts, Thomas H. Sey’ 
mour Simpson, Stiles, Taylor, Thompson, Wheaton, Wil- 
liams, Woodward, and Yost—s5. 

NAYS—Messrs. ‘Abbot, Adams, Ashe, Baker, Barnard, 
James Black, Bower, Bowlin, Boyd, Jacob Brinkerket’, 
William J. Brown, Jeremiah Brown, Buffington, Cary, 


to be his duty to call the attention of the country to || Carroll, Causin, Clinch, Collamer, Cranston, Dana, Dar- 


the fact that a proposition was made here, bya vote | 
of this Congress, to put the people of the northern 

and other free States under contribution to the | 
amount of $58,000 for the slave traders of Cuba, | 


| rah, Garrett Davis, Richard D. Davis, Dickey, Douglas, 
Duncan, Dunlap, Elmer, Farlee, Fish, Florence, Foot, 
| French, Giddings, Willis Green, Byram Green, Grinneli, 
Grider, Hardin, Harper, Hayes, Henley, Hoge, Hubbell, 
Hudson, Hughes, Hungerford, Washington Hunt, James B. 
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Hunt, Joseph R. Ingersoll, Irvin, Jameson, Jenks, Perley 
B. ee P. Kennedy, Preston King Daniel P. 
King, Kirkpatrick, Labranche, Lyon, Marsh, McCauslin, 
McCleliand, McClernand, Mefivaine, Mathews, Edward 
J. Morris, Joseph Morris, Morse, Moseley, Owen, Patter 





| 


Potter, Pratt, Preston, Ramsey, Charles M. Reed, Relfe, 
Ritter, Robinson, Rockwell, Rodney, Rogers, Re@ssell, 
St. John, Sample, Schenck, Senter, Severance, David L. 
Seymour, Simons, Slidell, Albert Smith, Thomas Smith, 
Caleb B. Smith, Spence, Steenrod, Stephens, Stetson, An 
drew Stewart, Joun Stewart, Stone, Strong, Summers, 
Thomasson, Tibbatts, Tilden, Tyler, Vance, Vanmeter, 
Vinton, Weller, Wentworth, White, Winthrop, and Wil- 
liam Wright—107. | 


So the motion to lay the bill on the table was | 

lost. 
Mr. BRINKERHOFF inquired whether it | 

was at this time in order to move to recommit the 


bill? 


The SPEAKER replied that it was not then in 


order. 

Mr. STEENROD inquired of the Chair, if the | 
question of engrossment should prevail, whether 
the prev ious question would not then be exhaust- | 
ed, and whether it would not then be in order to 
move to recommit the bill? 

The SPEAKER said thatthe previous question 
would be exhausted on taking the question on 
engrossment; and that it would then be in order | 
to move to recommit the bill. 

Mr. STEENROD (amid cries of ** Order!” | 
for the engrossment of the bill, under a pledge 
of some of his friends that it would be recommit- | 
ted, to strike out the Illinois river. 

Mr. WELLER asked to be excused from voting | 
on the bill as it now stands, He said this bill 
makes an appropriation for the improvement of 
the Illinois river, a river running entirely within | 
the limits of a single State, and could not, in his 
opinion, be regarded as an improvement of a gen- 
eral nature. 

Mr. WHITE rose toa question of order. The 
reasons assigned by the gentleman from Ohio were | 
very good reasons why he should vote against the 
engrossment, but not sufficient reasons for excus- 
ing him from voting. 

Mr. WELLER said that, whether his reasons 
were satisfactory to the gentleman or not, they 
were his reasons, and it was for the House to 
judge whether they were sufficient. 

The SPEAKER overruled the point of order; 
and said that the rule provided that a gentleman 
desiring to be excused from voting should give a | 
brief statement of his reasons. Now, it was im- | 
possible for the Chair to know what a gentle- | 
man’s reasons micht be till he heard them. 

Mr. WELLER had stated that this work was | 
of a local character, and, aside from the want of 
constitutional power—which may well be ques- 
tioned—he believed that an appropriation made to 
such works, of a local character, would lead to a 
system of corrupt, log-rolling legislation, which 
would eventually increase the expenditures of the | 
Government, 8v as to produce a necessity for 
direct taxation. No duties upon imports could 
ever sustain the expenditures produced by such | 
asystem. If money be appropriated from the 
lederal Treasury to the Inincis, hundredeof other 
rivers in the country, equally important, would 
demand appropriations. He therefore believed | 
that if such local works were to be sustained hy | 
the General Government, direct taxation was the | 
inevitable result. If, in this view, he voted for 
the bill, he sanctioned an appropriation establish- 
ing & most dangerous precedent. If he voted 
against it, he would be represented as unfriend| 
to the other improvements embraced in the bill. | 
He was anxious to have given his support to the 
other items in the bill, but as he found them in | 
bad company, he was compelled to go against the 
whole. He regretted the necessity which com- 
pelled him to do this. 

_ The SPEAKER rose, and was putting the 
question on the motion to excuse the gentleman 
from Ohio, when 

Mr. WHITE called for tellers. 

Mr. WELLER said, to save the House so 
much trouble, he would withdraw his motion. 


| 


voting, and proposed to state the reasons. The 
reasons why he asked to be excused from voting 
were the reverse of those given by the gentleman 
from Ohio, who said the Illinois river was in this 
bill; and because it was, he could not vote for it. 





| 
' 
son, Pettit, Peyton, Phanix, Elisha R. Potter, Emery D. || 
i 
| 

















Mr. C. JOHNSON raised a point of order. 
| The gentleman from Illinois, in giving his reasons 
| for being excused, had no right to go into an ar- 
gument in reply to the gentleman from Ohio. 

Mr. T. SMITH inquired, if the House excused 
the gentleman from Illinois, whether it would not 
be a prohibition of his voting. 

Some member observed: “ Sufficient unto the 
day is the evil thereof.”’ 

Mr. DOUGLAS said he understood, when the 
gentleman from Ohio rose to give his reasons for 
being excused, the Speaker decided that the Chair 
could not anticipate what excuse the gentleman 
was about to urge, and the gentleman from Ohio 
went on to state that the retention of the Lilinois 
in that bill would go to the exhausting of the 
Treasury of the country, and to the infliction of 
| direct taxation; and in doing this he was permit- 

ted to go on, and his friend from Tennessee [Mr. 

C. Jounson] had not deemed it necessary to call 
| him to order, nor to support him (Mr. D.) in call- 
| ing that gentleman to order. The gentleman from 
Ohio, a few days since, moved to insertan amend- 
ment to appropriate $100,000 for the Cumberland 
road, never dreaming then that he was driving 
this Government to the adoption of a system 
which would lead to the imposition of direct 
taxes. 

He had another word to say to the gentleman 


= ene : |, from Ohio; they well understood themselves, and 
** Order!’’) said that, in that case, he should vote || 


had entered into a combination by which the ap- 
| propriation for the Upper Ohio had been doubled; 
| and, having done-that, they got some of the In- 
| diana members to go with them, and moved to 
| strike out the Illinois river; and why? Because 
| they had got a canal running to the lakes from the 
| river, and they well knew that if the Illinois river 
| was improved, and their canal was completed, it 
@would take the entire business in that direction; 


| and for pitiful local jealousies of a superior work 
they were willing to oppose the appropriation for | 


| the Illinois river. 

| Mr. WELLER desired the gentleman to say, 

| when he spoke of a combination of Ohio mem- 
bers, if he liad any allusion to him. 

Mr. DOUGLAS said he did not know that the 
| gentleman from Ohio was at that meeting. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Indiana, remarked that the gen- 
tleman from Illinois had alluded to members from 
| Indiana; and he desired to know if that gentleman 

had any allusion to him. 

Mr. DUNCAN, Mr. BELSER, Mr. DOUG- 

LAS, and others, made remarks, which were not 
_ heard in the confusion and excitement that pre- 
| vailed. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Indiana, remarked that all he 

had to say was, if the gentleman alluded to him, 
that it was unqualifiedly false. ‘ 

The SPEAKER called the House to order, and 
required the members to take their seats; and then 
suggested to the gentleman from Illinois that the 
rules prescribed a very narrow limit of remark 
under such circumstances; and he submitted to 
that gentleman the propriety of adhering to the 
course prescribed by the rules. 

Some conversation was continued by Messrs. 
| BELSER, DOUGLAS, and DAVIS, of Indiana, 
| and mutual explanations were made. 
| Mr. DOUGLAS then resumed his remarks; 
_and, after a few observations, he withdrew the 
motion to be excused from voting. 

A very irregular discussion followed, in which 


|| Messrs. SCHENCK, WELLER, BRINKER- 
|| HOFF, VANCE, C. JOHNSON, and many 


others, participated; many of the gentlemen dis- 
avowing all knowledge of such a meeting as that 
alluded to by the gentleman from Illinois. 

Mr. SCHENCK having originated this debate 
by moving to be excused from voting, now with- 
| drew that motion. 

Mr. BELSER rose to a question of order, and 
contended that the gentleman could not withdraw 
his motion. 

The SPEAKER decided that the motion was 
withdrawn. 

Mr. BELSER appealed from the decision of 
| the Chair. 





Ne || ‘The question was then taken on the appeal; 
Mr. DOUGLAS also asked to be excused from | 


/and resulted in sustaining the decision of the 
Chair. 


The question recurring on the engrossment of 
the bill, 


| Mr. McDOWELL moved to be excused from 
| voting on the same, and desired to &ssign briefly 
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his reasons for submitting his motion. He Was 
as anxious as any gentleman here to appropriate 
the amounts named in the bill for the improvemer, 
of the navigation of the Ohio and Mississj,,; 
rivers, and would to-day, or any other day of th, 
session, vote for a bill to effect this object; but a 
| could not consent to vote for a bill that embracea 
| appropriations for such rivers as the Ilinoi« 

His opposition rested upon the effects that wou! 
| result from the adoption of such a pAlicy; for if 
| we appropriated money to the Illinois river, there 

are hundreds of rivers that empty into the Ohio 
and Mississippi that have equal claim upon Cyn. 
gress; and if we are to give to all such the amounts 
| they may require, we must resort to direct tay. 

ation to carry it on, and ultimately render the 
Government bankrupt, and grind the people into 
dust. 

The question was put on excusing Mr, Me. 
Dowex. from voting; and decided in the affirm. 
ative. 

The question was then put on the engrossment 
of the bill; and decided in the negative—yeas 86, 
nays 102; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Adams, Ashe, Baker, Barnard, Bowlin 
Jacob Brinkerhoff, Jeremiah Brown, Buflington, Carroji’ 
Causin,Clinch,Collamer, Cranston, Darragh, Garrett Davis 
Dellet, Dickey, Douglas, Eimer, Fish, Florence, Foot, 
Foster, French, Giddings, Willis Green, Byram Greey 
Grinnell, Grider, Hardin, Harper, Hays, Hoge, Hudson. 
Washington Hunt, Charles J. Ingersoll, Joseph R. Inger. 
soll, Irvin, Jenks, Perley B. Johnson, John P. Kennedy 
Daniel P. King, Lyon, Marsh, Mathews, McClelland, Me. 
livaine, Edward J. Morris, Morse, Mosely, Patterson, 
Pettit, Peyton, Phanix, Elisha R. Potter, Emery D. Potter, 
Preston, Ramsey, Cliarles M. Reed, Relte, Rockwell, Rod- 
ney, Rogers, St. John, Sampic, Schenck, Severance, Albert 
Smith, John T. Smith, Caleb B. Smith, Steenrod, Stephens 
Andrew Stewart, Thomasson, Tibbatts, Tilden, Tyler, 
Vanee, Vanmeter, Vinton, Wentworth, Wethered, White, 
Winthrop, and William Wright—86. 

NAYS—Messrs. Anderson, Atkinson, Barringer, Belser, 
Benton, Bidlack, James Black, James A. Black, Black- 
well, Boyd, Brengle, Brodhead, William J. Brown, Burke, 
Burt, Caldwell, Cary, Catlin, Reuben Chapman, Augustus 
A. Chapman, Chappell, Chilton, Clingman, Cobb, Coles, 
Cross, Cullom, Dana, Daniel, Richard D. Davis, John W, 
| Davis, Deberry, Dickinson, Dillingham, Dromgoole, Dun- 
| can, Dunlap, Ellis, Farlee, Hale, Haralson, Henley, Her- 
| rick, Holmes, Hopkins, Houston, Hubard, Hubbell, Hughes 
| Hungerford, James B. Hunt, Cave Johnson, Andrew John- 
| son, George W. Jones, Andrew Kennedy, Preston King, 
| Kirkpatrick, Labranche, Lewis, Lucas, Maclay, MeCaul- 
sen, McConnell, McDowell, McKay, Joseph Morris, New- 
| ton, Norris, Owen, Parmenter, Payne, Pratt, Purdy, Rath- 
bun, David 8S. Reid, Reding, Rhett, Ritter, Roberts, Robin- 
son, Russell, Senter, Thomas H. Seymour, David L. Sey- 
mour, Simons, Simpson, Slidell, Spenee, Stetson, Joba 
Stewart, Stiles, Stone, Strong, Summers, ‘Taylor, Thomp- 
son, Weller, Wheaton, Williams, Woodward, Joseph A. 
Wright, and Yost—102. 

Mr. WENTWORTH moved to reconsider the 
vote just passed; and said his object was to give 
those gentlemen who manifested much attachment 
to the bill with certain modifications a chance to 
have those modifications by reconsidering and re- 
committing the bill. He had voted for the bill 
just lost, and had done all he could to pass it. 

e was now willing to try it in a new shape. 
He saw his friend from Ohio [Mr. Duncan] try- 
ing to get the floor, and he cheerfully yielded it 
to him. : 

Mr. DUNCAN moved to reconsider the vote 
just taken; and observed that he had no wish that 
that question should be taken now. He merely 
wished the motion entered, and the question might 
be taken two or three days hence. 

The SPEAKER said that the motion for recon- 
sideration was the first subject before the House, 
and must be taken at once, unless postponed by 
/a vote of the House. ; 

Mr. WHITE insisted on taking the question 
at once. 

Mr. J. BRINKERHOFF said he supposed that 
the previous question had been exhaugted on the 

uestion of engrossment; and that, if the vote 
should be reconsidered, it would be in order to 
move to recommit the bill. He therefore moved 
the previous question on the reconsideration. 

r. SCHENCK claimed the floor, and made 
some remarks to show that he had a right to it 
before the gentleman from Ohio rose to move the 
previous question. wa 

Mr. DUNCAN said he had never yielded the 
floor to either of the gentlemen, except, for pur- 
oses of explanation, to his colleague nearest 
im, [Mr. J. Bainxernorr;} and his colleague 
was out of order when he moved the previous 
question. 

The SPEAKER remarked to the gentleman 
from Ohio, that if the reconsideration prevailed 


| 
| 
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under the previous question, it would place the 
pill just wlagre it stood before the question on its 
ngrossment Was rejected—i. e., with that ques- 
a pending, and the previous question attached 











yon 
to It. 


vr. J. BRINKERHOFF said, in that case, he 
yithdrew the call for the previous question. 

Mr. DUNCAN said that his colleague had no 
right to make the call for the previous question, 


nat being entitled to the floor to do it, and conse- | 


yently his withdrawal of it was unnecessary. 
He had moved the reconsideration of the bill be- 
use he objected to one —_ riation in it which 
je thought unconstitutional, He was in favor .f 
sij the appropriations except the one for the illi- 
pois river, and for this reason he wished the ball 
to be recoramitted, so as to have that appropria- 
jon stricken out. He did not wish to have that 
appropriation in the bill, because it was at war 
with every principle of the Democratic party. 
The American people had settled that question, 
aad had decided that they would not sanction such 
sppropriations for local objects. For proof of this 
assertion, he would refer to the approval given - 
the people to the veto of the Maysville road bill, 
and the Wabash bill too, in which this question 
was well settled. The gentleman from Illinois 
(Mr. Doveras] had nme that there was a com- 
bination of Ohio and Indiana members to defrat 
the appropriation for the Illinois river, and to dou- 
blethat for the Ohio river. He had charity enough 
for the gentleman to suppose that de spoke with- 
out reflection—from the Rese of debate; and that 
inhis cooler moments he would regret making 
such acharge. He knew nothing of such a com- 
bination. He was not one of them, and thought 
he had a right to speak for the rest of the Ohio 
delegation, and say that they were equally igno- 
rant of any such combination. 

Mr. DOUGLAS asked leave toexplain. When 
he spoke of a combination among certain western 
members, he did not mean to include the whole 
delegation from Ohio and Indiana, nor the whole 
delegation of any State. What he meant to say 
was, he had been informed (and he had no doubt 
of the truth of the information) that a meeing had 
been held of certain western members, at which 
the [linois members were not present; and at 
which meeting it was agreed upon to double the 
amount of the appropriation for the Ohio river, 
and strike out that for the Ilinois. He stated this 
on the authority of a gentleman who was present. 

Mr. VINTON said he felt called upon to state 
that there was a meeting of western members, at 
which he was present, and at which the appro- 
priations for the western rivers became the sub- 
ject of conversation. There was no agreement 
there, either in relation to the Ohio river, nor to 
strike out the appropriation for the Illinois river. 
Gentlemen who were present at the meeting ex- 
pressed their apprehensions that appropriations 
for the Illinois and Wabash rivers would defeat 
the bill; but there was no agreement made to strike 
them out. As a proof of this fact, he would state 
that he voted for the appropriations for both these 
rivers, 

Mr. DUNCAN yielded to Mr. VANCE and 
Mr. T. SMITH to make explanations. 

Mr. SAMPLE also obtained permission to ex- 
paie—having been present at the meeting which 
iad caused so much excitement in this Hall. 

Mr. HARPER and Mr. TIBBATTS also ex- 
eines and some further remarks were made by 
Mr. DOUGLAS and Mr. OWEN. 

Mr. McCCLERNAND asked of his friend from 
Ohio (Mr. Duncan} permission to make a remark 

Mr. DUNCAN yielding for that purpose, 

Mr. McCLERNAND caieneial to say that 
the House had got into a controversy about a 
matter wholly irrelevant to the subject under con- 
sideration. He thought this controversy personal 
In its character, and foolish in its object, and had 
frosressed far ppotapeie fact, much too far. 

® was not prepared to justify all that his col- 
league [Mr. Doveras] had said, in the course of 

the controversy. Doubtless much that he had 
said proceeded from excitement; yet he could not 
less a. the repeated, unfriendly allusions 
which had been made to him. The course pur- 
sued towards him seemed rather personal, and 
calculated, even if not intended, to hunt himh 
down, _ He hoped the controversy would end at 
this oi, and that the scene progressing —which 
Was better adapted for laughter and ridicule than 
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for any useful purpose—would no longer be 

tolerated. 

Mr. DOUGLAS said he felt able to take care 
| of himself; and he had no fear of the ** hunters,’”’ 
i individually or collectively. 
|| Mr. HOLMES quoted a stanza of one of 
| Watts’s hymns, which set forth, in pious strains, 
|| how improper and naughty it was that * children 
| oe family ’’ should ** fall out, and chide, and 

ight. 

Mr. McCLERNAND asked his friend from 
| Ohio [Mr. Duncan] again to yield the floor, that 
he might reply, in a word, to the gentleman from 
Ohio, (Mr. Scuenck.] The floor being yielded, 
he said that he was intormed by a friend that Mr. 
S. had alluded to him as not being present when 
the bill under consideration was voted upon. He 
wished to say to that gentleman that this was 
a matter of noconcern to him. That gentleman 
would have no difficulty in finding him at any 
time, or for any purpose, whenever he desired it. 
As for the bill, it had been so perverted, distorted, 
and drugged, that he, for one, could not assent 
to it. Whenremodeled, so as to correspond with 
propriety, justice, and equality, he would cor- 
dially assent to it. 

Mr. DUNCAN then proceeded to address the 
House, having but five minutes left before he 
should be compelled to give way for some special 
business. He said he was about, when he was 
arrested, to make an explanation why he voted 
against this bill, and moved areconsideration. He 
was about to show that it had been the policy of 
the Democratic party to oppose appropriations of 
this character; for this purpose and this policy 
had been adopted on constitutional grounds, and 
in the belief that there was no such power vested 
in the Federal Government. He did not say that 
he was opposed to it because General Jackson was 
opposed to it. He was as independent as oe 

H 





gentleman on that floor in his judgment of suc 
matters; and the American fit at the ballot-box 
had approved of that policy: for General Jackson 
Soaeell the Maysville road bill when he was a 
candidate for reélection, by which, by-the-by, he 
showed a moral and political firmness which he 
would like to see imitated by some other gentle- 
men. 

The SPEAKER announced the arrival of the 


Ohio was cut short in his remarks. 


s 
GENERAL WASHINGTON’S CAMP CHEST. 


Mr. ADAMS rose, and said that, in compli- 
ance with one of the clauses of the last will and 
testament of William Sydney Winder, a distin- 
guished citizen of the State of Maryland, now no 
more, he rose to present to this House, and 
through this House to the Congress of the United 
States, the camp chest of General George Wash- 
ington, which he used during the revolutionary 
war. As his warrant for presenting himself to 
the House for the performance of this service, he 
had sent to the Clerk’s table and requested him 
to read, a few documents, giving a history of the 
article presented to the House, and explanatory 
of his agency in the matter, 

The Clerk then proceeded to read— 

1. A letter from Hon. John Wethered, a mem- 
ber of the House from the State of Maryland. * 

2. An extract from the last will and testament 
of the late Mr. Winder. 

3. A letter dictated by Mr. Winder on his 
death-bed, but not signed by him. 





deceased, authenticating the letter of her father; 
and 


who had purchased the chest at the sale of Gen- 
eral Washington’s effects at Mount Vernon, and 
presented it to Governor Winder, the father of 
the testator. 

Mr. ADAMS observed that, at the last session 
of Congress, it was his fortune to offer the reso- 
lution of acceptance of the sword of the Father 
of his Country, together with the staff bequeathed 
to him by his compatriot statesman and friend, 
Franklin, which was presented to the House by 
Samuel S. Washington, of Virginia. This was 
probably the inducement of the late Mr. Winder 
to devolve on him the welcome honor of present- 
ing this additional relic of the great and good 
champion of our country’s freedom and glory. 
The donor of these relics was then living, and the 
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hour of three o’clock; and the gentleman from | 


4. A letter from Miss Winder, daughter of the | 


| 5. A letter from Colonel Henry Maynadier; | 
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| House thought proper to join with the Senate in 
a unanimous vote of thanks to him for them. In 
| this case the donor was no longer in the land of 
} the living; he was beyond the reach of praises or 
|| blame from his fellow-citizens; his heart could 
|| beat no more in sympathy with those to whom 
| love of country, from the'cradle to the grave, was 
|| the ruling passion. That he possessed this feel- 
|| ing to the fullest extent, was abundantly proved 
|| by this bequest—the last act of his life—and by 
\| the letter written by him on his death-bed, the 
|| signature of which was suspended by the angel of 
|| death wresting the pen from his hand—testimo- 
| nials stronger than any human language. The 
| thanks of the House could not be presented to 
| him; but to his disconsolate companion the thanks 
| of the House, together with the manner in which 
the bequest was received, would carry soothing 
toher bosom. In presenting the sword of Wash- 
ington, a profound and sublime lesson of national 
and individual morality, associated with a pure 
and lofty patriotism, was given to his countrymen 
of this and future ages. It would be recollected 
| that, in bequeathing his swords to his nephews, 
| Washington directed them never to unsheath them 
|| for the purpose of shedding blood, except in de- 
|| fense of their country, or of themselves; and in 
| the latter case, to keep them in their hands, and 
|| fall with them, rather than surrender them. The 
use and vocation of the sword was the shedding 
of blood. Far different was the use of the imple- 
ment now offered to the House. The sword was 
|| the instrument of destruction; this was intended 
|| to supply the wants of physical nature, and for 
the preservation of man’slife, It was also useful 
for dispensing to others the good offices of friend- 
ship, and the sacred rights of hospitality. Toall 
these purposes this identical camp chest and its 
contents had been frequently put, in the times that 
tried the souls of men and of women. 

Mr. A. here sent to the Clerk’s table a letter 
published by the Historical Society of New York, 
dated West Point, August 16, 1777, inviting some 
ladies to dine with him, and giving a playful de- 
| scription of his bill of fare. 
| This letter being read, 

Mr. ADAMS concluded by offering a joint 
| resolution that the camp chest be accepted; and 
that the thanks, together with the condolence of 
the two Houses of Congress, be presented to the 
widow of Colonel Winder. 
Mr. WETHERED observed that, in seconding 
the resolutions offered by the honorable gentleman 
| from Massachusetts, he took the occasion to say 
| that the devisor of this relic, the late Mr. Winder, 
| was his intimate friend; that he commanded the 
respect of all who knew him; and that his voice 
had been heard in the Legislature of his native 
State, where he was distinguished for the fidelity 
with which he discharged his duties. This camp 
chest was inherited by him from his father, Gov- 
ernor Winder, to whom it had been presented by 
Colonel Maynadier, his brother officer, who pur- 
chased it at the sale at Mount Vernon, shortly 
after General Washington’s death. Governor 
| Winder was the one who, on the 4th of July, 
1815, laid the corner stone of the Washington 
monument in the city of Baltimore. 
|| Mr. KENNEDY, of Maryland, then offered 
] a few remarks, recapitulating briefly the history 
| of the relic, and bearing his testimony in favor 
|| of the high character of Mr. Winder. He con- 
cluded with a warm eulogy on the patriotism and 
services of Mr. Adams. 
The House then adjourned. 


| 











The following petitions, presented to-day, were handed 
to the reporters by the members presenting them : 

By the SPEAKER: The petition of Melinda Martin, of 
|| Colesville, New York, praying that the law making it an 
offense to write upon the margin of a newspaper, sent 
through the mail, may be repealed. 

By Mr. PHOENIX: The memorial of the Chamber of 
Commerce of New York, praying for the establishment of 
|| a branch of the United States Mint in the city of New 

York. 

By Mr. STEWART, of Pennsylvania: Four memorials, 
signed by many citizens of Pennsylvania, remonstratin: 
against any change in the tariff policy of the country, an 
deprecating the passage of the tariff reported by the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means, as ruinous to the best interests 
of the country. 

By Mr. FOSTER: The petition of Simon Ruffner, for an 

| increase of pension. 

By Mr. RAMSEY: The petition of Samuel Heffner, 
Benjamin Woifinger, James Bantam, and numerous others, 
citizens of Schuylkill county, Pennsylvania, protesting 
against any interference with the tariff of 1842. 
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By Mr. BLACKWELL : The petition of John Halloway, 
asking to be placed on the Invalid pension list. ' 

By Mr. ROCKWELL: The memorial of sixty-seven citi- | 
zens of Otis, Massachusetts, for reduction of the rates of 
postage, and for the abolition or modification of the frank- | 
ing privilege. 

By Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania: The memorial of a 
committee appointed at a public meeting of the citizens of 
Ephrata, Lancaster county, Pennsylvania, setting forth that 
in the fall of 1777, immediately after the battle of Brandy- 
wine, about five hundred sick and wounded soldiers were 
brought from the American army to Ephrata, and placed in 
buildings fitted up as hospiicis for their reception by the 
Society of Seventh Day Baptists of the village. ‘That dur- 
ing the following winter about two hundred of them died, 
and were buried on the summit of a hill called Mount | 
Zion, in the vicinity, which is about one hundred feet high, | 
commanding an extensive view of the surrounding coun- | 
try for many miles; that this hill is now overgrown with 
thoras and brambles ; and that these memorialists humbly 
pray your honorable bodies to grant them a small appro- 
priation to assist them in finishing a suitable monument | 
(whieb the citizens have already begun) to the memories | 
of the dead. 

By Mr. RAMSEY: The petition of Samuel Alexander, 
George Bent, and numerons other citizens of Pennsylvania, | 
praying Congress to restore the four companies of horse | 


artillery now in service to a peace establishment of one || 


hundred men rank and file; also, the petition of J. P. Lyne, | 
Joseph Wiley, and numerous others, citizens of Pennsyl- | 
vania, of a like import with the foregoing; also, the peti- 
tion of William A. Porter, A. Hendel, and others, citizens 
of Pennsylvania, of alike import with the foregoing; which 
were referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
Correction.—It was Incorrectly stated, in our report | 
of yesterday’s proceedings, that, on motion of Mr. C. Joun- | 
6ON, the committee was discharged from the further con- | 
sideration of the Cherokee memorial. The motion was | 
made to print the documents, which was the order made 
by the House. | 


IN SENATE. 


Farivar, April 19, 1844. | 


Mr. BREESE presented a memorial from Lu- 
ther A. Bowen and thirty-five others, citizens of | 
Carroll county, Illinois, praying for an appropri- 
ation to improve the nevigation of the Upper Mis- 
sissippi river; which was referred to the Soseinit- 
tee on Commerce. 

Mr. PEARCE presented a memorial from a few 
citizens of Loudoun county, Virginia, remonstrat- 
ing against the annexation of Texas, on the 
grounds, among others, that the admission of a 


| 


foreign State into this Union was never contem- | 


plated by the framers of the Constitution; and | 
that there is no power in the Federal Government | 
to enter into such a contract; which was referred 
to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. BUCHANAN presented a memorial from 
Alexander S. ‘Trueman and thirty-six others, in- 
habitants of Pennsylvania, against the ratification 
of any treaty for as annexation of Texas to the | 


United States; which was referred to the Commit- i] 


tee on Foreign Relations. 

Also, the proceedings of a meeting of the friends | 
of the present tariff, without distinction of party, | 
held at Reading, Berks county, Pennsylvania, at 
which were adopted strong resolutions against the 
passage of the bill of the House of Representa- 
tives for the modification of the present tariff, and 
urge Congress not to pass it; which was referred 
to the Committee on Ratan. 

Mr. FAIRFIELD presented a communication 
from William A. Palmer, on the subject of a mail | 
route from Jonesborough to East Machias; which 
was referred to the Committee on the Post Office | 
and Post Roads. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN presented a memorial 





| 
| 
} 
i 
| 
| 
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|, outamendment the joint resolution from the House 


| ilege of drawback may be allowed at the several 


| and heir at law of Dr. Solomon Howe, a surgeon 


| in the Revolution, asking for seven years’ half 
yay; which was referred to the Committee on 
Revolutionary Claims. 

Mr. WALKER presented a memorial from 
Orville Anderson and sixty-one others, citizens 
of the county of Carroll, Virginia, (styling them- 
selves as belonging to both the great political par- 
ties of the country,) in favor of the reannexation 
of Texas to the Union; which was referred to the 
Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. WHITE presented two remonstrances of 
citizens of Indiana, against the annexation of 
Texas to the Union; which was referred to the 
Committee on Foreign Relations. 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 


Mr. WHITE, from the Committee on Indian 
Affairs, made an adverse report, which was or- 
dered to be printed, on the memorial of a number 
of chiefs and head men and others of the Shawnee 
Indians, praying that provision may be made for 
the payment of a draft drawn by them on the 
trust fand provided for them by the treaty of 
| August 8, 1831. 

Mr. ATHERTON, from the Committee on the 
Post Office and Post Roads, reported back with- 


directing the Auditor of the Post Office Depart- 
| ment to inquire as to the contract of Saltmarsh & 
| Overton with the Post Office Department. 
Mr. BAYARD, from the Committee on Naval 
| Affairs, made an adverse report, which was or- 
dered to be printed, on the petition of Benjamin 
| R. Tinslar, asking compensation for services per- 
| formed as fleet surgeon. 


Mr. HUNTINGTON, from the Committee on 


Commerce, to which was referred a memorial of 


citizens of Eastport, Maine, praying that the priv- 


| ports of their district, reported a bill relating to 
| the portofentry in the district of Passamaquoddy, 
| in the State of Maine; which was read, and or- 
| dered to a second reading. 

Mr. MERRICK, from the Committee on the 
| Post Office and Post Roads, reported back, with 
| amendments, the bill for the relief of William de 
Buys, late postmaster at New Orleans. 


| JULIA L. WEED. 


On motion of Mr. BAYARD, the adverse re- 
port of the Committee gn Naval Affairs in the 
| case of Julia L. Weed, widow of Elijah J. Weed, 
| was recommitted to the Committee on Naval 
| Affairs, with new evidence. 


HISTORY OF OREGON. 


The bill for the purchase of certain copies of 
the History of Oregon, California, and the other 
Territories on the north and west coast of North 
_ America, was read the third time, and passed. 

VACANCIES ON COMMITTEES. 

On motion of Mr. MILLER, the President was 
authorized to fill the vacancy on the Committee 
on the District of Columbia, occasioned by the 
resignation of Mr. Kine, of Alabama. 

Mr. HUNTINGTON made a similar motion 
| with reference to the Committee on Commerce; 
| which was agreed to. 
| @ 


PRIVATE CLAIMS. 
| 








Several adverse reports of the standing com- 


from citizens of Pennsylvania, expressing a fa- || mittees, on private claims, were taken up, and 
vorable opinion of the present tariff law, and || concurred in by the Senate. 
praying Congress to abstain from all legislation || 


on the subject; which was referred to the Com- 


mittee on Finance. | 
Mr. STURGEON presented a memorial from | 
John M, Stevenson, jr., and fourteen others, cit- || 


was referred to the Committee on Foreign Rela- || 
tions. t 1} 

Mr. TAPPAN presented the proceedings of a || 
meeting held at Painesville, Lake county, Ohio, || 
at which resolutions were adopted against the | 
annexation of Texas to the Union, and express- | 
ing the opinion that there is no constitutional power || 
in the Executive to make, or in the Senate to || 
reutys such a treaty; which was ordered to lie on 
the table. 5 

Mr. HUNTINGTON presenteda petition from 
Mary Sergeant, (formerly Mary Howe,) of Mans- |, 
field, in the county of Tolland, Conmectieut, ater | 


| nals of Congress and public documents was taken 


izens of Adams county, Pennsylvania, remon- || up, read three several times, and passed. 
strating against the annexation of Texas; which || 


| frauds on the revenue of the Post 


|, He presumed that they had examined its provis- 


EXTRA COPIES. 


The joint resolution from the House providing 
for the printing of additional copies of the Jour- 


POSTAGE——THE TARIFF. 


Mr. MERRICK moved that the Senate resume 
the consideration of the bill to reduce the rates of 
postage, to limit the use and correct the abuse of 
the franking privilege, and for the prevention of 
fice Depart- 
ment. It was desirable (he pes that the bill 
should be finally disposed of to-day. The bill 
had, according to order, been printed as amended, 
and laid on the tables of Senators this morning. 


red to act. 


N suggested to the honorable 


ions, and were sy 


Mr. BUCHA 






Senator from Maryland, {[Mr. Me 
this bill had just been laid Sethe eet: 
never read it, as amended; and if it had be. 


that 
e had 


: ae en 
the table ten minutes since it was printed, he ae 


not aware of the fact. He had not only no degj 
to postpone this bill, but he was anxious that i 
should be discussed. He would like, however, 
to have an opportunity of reading it once, befor, 
it came before the Senate. He understood ves 
terday that the Senator from Alabama [Mr, i 
By} was to have the floor at one o’clock toda 
| on the question to postpone the tariff bill of the 
| Senator from South Carolina, [Mr. McDurpyy 
The Senate ought to have an opportunity to ~ 
_ this bill, and he would be very glad if the Seng. 
| tor from Maryland would agree to afford them 
that seemeat 

Mr. MERRICK was sorry his friend from 
Pennsylvania (Mr. Bucnanan} had not read this 
bill. It had been on the table for more than an 
hour, and he was sure his honorable friend had 
read other bills in that space of time. It wag very 
desirable to him, (Mr. M.,) and no doubt to the 
whole Senate, that this bill should be disposed 
of, while the discussion which had been in prog. 
ress for several days past was fresh in the minds 
of Senators. If there was any postponement of 
the subject to a distant day, the whole merits of 
the bill would have to be opened again, when it 
came under consideration. His honorable friend 
from Pennsylvania would have an opportunity of 
looking into it while before the Senate. 

Mr. ALLEN said it was now very nearly one 
o’clock, the hour at which it was expected that 
the Senator from Alabama (Mr. Bacsy] would 
address the Senate on the tariff question. He 
suggested to the honorable chairman of the Com- 
mittee on the Post Office and Post Roads, whether 
it would not be better to let it lie over, and take up 
the other business. There was new matter em- 
braced in the bill, as now printed, which required 
some examination on the part of the Senate. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN hoped the Senate would 

roceed with the post office bill. The other de- 
ae (the tariff) had rather been indulged in as a 
matter of courtesy, than of Pee From the 
opinions expressed on every side, there was every 
reason to think that a majority of the Senate be- 
lieved that there was no reason whatever for con- 
| tinuing it. It had already occupied a great deal 
of time, and he thought it ought to be made to 
yield to the business of the Senate. Whenever 
any other matter was pressed upon the Senate, it 
should go on and consider it, and indulge in this 
debate only during a time of leisure. He ho 
the chairman of the Committee on the Post Office 
would insist upon the post office bill being called 
up. 
Mr. MERRICK had always yielded in courtesy 
to the general desire of the Senate. His desire 
was to take this bill up, and go on with it; and 
in that case the only safe course was to adhere 
to his own opinion on the subject. In answer to 
the remarks of his friend from Ohio, [Mr. sone 
he could say that all the amendments cover 
only two subjects. One was, the rate of postage, 
making it a three cents and a fifteen cents rate, In- 
stead of a five and a ten cents rate, as it was in the 
bill as reported by the committee. The three 
cents rate was for distances not exceeding thirty 
miles; over thirty miles, and not exceeding one 
hundred miles, five cents; and over one hundred 
miles, and not exceeding three hundred miles, fil- 
teen cents. The only other amendments tending 
to produce any essential change, were those con- 
cerning the franking privilege, and that in the 
last section in relation to the regulation of the 
mails by the Postmaster General. 

Mr. McDUFFIE said, in answer to the Sena- 
tor from Maryland, that he thought it would facil- 
itate the passage of this bill to.let it lie over till 
to-morrow. 


GENERAL WASHINGTON’S CAMP CHEST. 


At this stage of the proceeding a message was 
announced from the House of Representatives, ac- 
companied by the camp chest of General Wash- 
ington, a joint resolution adopted by that body 
accepting it, and a joint resolution of respect for 
the memory ef the donor of the camp chest. _ 

Mr. PEARCE expressing a desire that the joint 
resolutions should now be acted upon, 3 

Mr. MERRICK observed that, in compliance 
with the desire of his colleague, he would consent 
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